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appropriation for the current year, $2,200,000. ‘Total for 
service of the present year, $3,091,622 31. During the five 
months to December 1, 1864, there has been drawn from 
the Treasury $2,927,165 23, leavingon hand $164,457 08, 
which will probably be exhausted by the middie of January | 
next. 

The estimates of this class of pensioners for the fiseal 
year 1863-64 were based on the 4,820 already on the rolls 
and 11,000 to be added during the year, amounting to 
$3,700,000. On the 30th June, 1864, there were actually | 
on the rolis 25,433 pensioners, making the addition of new 
pensioners nearly double the estimates. The estimates tor 
new pensioners for 1864-65 were 10,000, but the actual 
number for five months to December 1, 1864, is 9,208, show- 
ing that there will bea large deficiency in the appropriation, | 
aud not less probably than $3,500,000. 

In view of these facts [ have respectfully to ask thatan 
additional appropriation may be requested of Congress for | 
the service of the present fiscal year, as follows : | 

Under acts March 18, 1818, May 15, 1828, June 7, 1832, 
third section July 4, 1836, July 7, 1838, June 17, 1844, | 
March 3, 1843, February 2, and July 29, 1848, and second | 
section February 3, 1853, $65,000. Under acts first section | 
July 4, 1835, July 21, 1848, first section February 3, 1853, 
June 3, 1858, and July 14, 1862, $3,590,000. 

In order to give time tothe agents to make their arrange- 
ments and to remit the money from the Treasury, the re- 
quisitions are made during the first week in February for | 
the payments due on the 4th of March following. Asthere 
will be no appropriation from which to pay widows’ pen- | 
sions at that semi-annual payment, it is desirable that this 
deficiency be provided for at an early period of the session | 
of Congress. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

JOSEPH H. BARRETT, Commissioner. 
Hon. J. P. Usuer, Secretary of the Interior. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, | 
and the amendment was concurred in, and ordered 
to be engrossed, and the bill to be read a third | 
time. It was read the third time, and passed. 


FREEDOM OF SOLDIERS’ FAMILIES. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Ifthere be no other 


business of the morning hour, the unfinished busi- 
ness of the Senate at its last adjournment was Sen- 
ute joint resolution No. 82, to encourage enlist- | 
ments and to promote the efficiency of the military 
forces of the United States, which is now before 
the Senate as in Committee of the Whole; the 
pending question being on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky, [Mr. Davis,] to refer the 
resolution to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WILSON. I hope it will not be referred. 
I ask for the yeas and nays on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FOOT. Let the resolution be read at 
length to give the Senate an understanding of what | 
it is. 

The Secretary read it. 

Mr. WILSON. I desire simply to say that | 
this resolution in substance has been three times | 
reported, has been debated in the Senate, and was | 
debated at the last session. I hope it will be re- 
ferred to no committee, but that we shall pass it 
at the earliest possible moment. Since its intro- 
duction here, | have réceived letters from officers 
in the Army, and persons who are engaged in re- | 
cruiting, all approving and indorsing the idea em- 
bodied in it. I donot wish to detain the Senate 
by discussing the question atthistime. If Sena- 
tors will refer to the Globe, they will find that it 
was debated for hours at the last session of Con- 
gress, and fully debated. I hope now for action 
instead of words. 

Mr. DAVIS. If I recollect aright, when this 
subject was last before the Senate, one of the 
Senators from Delaware took the floor and occu- 
pied it, when the Senate adjourned, on that sub- 
ject. Thatis my recollection. I donot feel con- 
fident that such is the state of facts. I will thank | 
the Cierk to inform the Chair whether I am right 
or not. IfIam right in my recollection, I would 
suggest that this resolution be laid over until to- 
morrow, to enable that Senator to get into his 
seat. I know he-wishes to be heard on the sub- | 
ject, and has made preparation to make a speech. | 
1 hope, if that be the fact, that the courtesy will | 
be extended to him of continuing the subject over 
unul to-morrow. 

Mr. WILSON. I do not know whether that | 
be the fact or not. If it be so, I certainly donot 
desire to take the floor from the Senator from Del- | 
aware. A motion has been made, however, to 


8 








| 


/ commit the resolution to the Committee on the | 


Judiciary; the yeas and nays have been ordered, 
and I hope we shall take the vote and have tiat | 
matter out of the way. Let us decide that mo- 
tion one way or the other. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I shall vote to refer this 
joint resolution to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and my reasons are very simple and very 
direct. The Senate has eal passed a propo- 
sition to amend the Constitution of the United | 


| States, so asto put anend tothe slavery question, | 








in all its forms, by an amendment of the funda- | 
mental law of the land, which is above Congress, 
above the Supreme Court, and above the Presi- 
dent; and which when once established, no change 
of Presidents, no change of the decisions of the 
Supreme Court, and no change of the legislation 
of Congress can affect atall. That measure, sir, 
which passed the Senate at the last session, is now 
pending in the House of Representatives; and, as 
{ am informed—and I believe the Journals of the 
House show it to be so—next Monday is fixed 
as the day upon which that House is to act. Of 
course I do not know what will be the decision 
of that House; but I[ have strong hopes, and, I 
think, good reasons to believe, that the House of | 
Representatives will adopt that proposition. It | 


will at once, if adopted by the House, be sub- || 


mitted to the Legislatures of the several States, 
and passed upon undoubtedly during the present 
winter, before the adjournmentof the Legislatures 
in the Spring; and thus the vexed question, and 
the whole of it, will be disposed of and put outside 
of Congress, and outside of its power or con- 
trol, and there will be an end to the agitation of 
the question. 


Why, Mr. President, although perhaps at the ] 


last session some of the members of the Dem- | 
ocratic party in the House of Representatives 
were disposed to resist the adoption of this eon- | 
stitutional amendment, I have good reason to | 
believe that some of them, at least, will favor it | 
now, for when Jefferson Davis himself, with his | 
cabinet and the press at Richmond, recommend 

the abandonment of the institution of slavery in | 
the southern confederacy, why should the De- 
mocracy in the northern States have any reason to | 
hold on to it any longer? Sir, they will have no 
reason for it and no excuse for it, and I believe | 
that the proposition will triumph, and when it 
triumphs here in Congress I have just as little 
doubt that it will receive the sanction of three 
fourths of the States; and when that is done, this 
great question, the cause of all our troubles, the 
question which, like sin, has brought into this | 
our paradise ** death and all our woe,’’ covering | 
the land with blood and ashes, will be finally set- 

tled, and settled forever, by the supreme judgment | 
of the great American people, expressed in the | 
constitutional form, by an amendment to the Con- | 
stitution itself, 

I therefore hope that my honorable friend will | 
consent to allow this resolution to be referred to | 
the Judiciary Committee, that the House of Rep- 
resentatives may pass on the main question, and 
let us not be all the while disturbing ourselves | 
with the mere incident, but let the whole question 
pass from Congress and go to the Legislatures | 
and to the people of the country, and be settled 
at once and forever. Hence I shall vote for the 
motion to refer. 

Mr. President, there is one other suggestion I 
wish to make. ‘There are those who seriously | 
doubt whether we have the constitutional power | 
to do what is now proposed by this measure. | 
Among our friends—just as earnest friends of our 
cause, and opposed to slavery as much as my | 
friend from Massachusetis—there are those who | 
seriously doubt whether you have the constitu- 
tional power to pass this resolution in the form in 
which it is placed; but no one can have any doubt 
that it is constitutional to amend the Constitution. 
All can agree in that, when perhaps this, pressed 
to a vote, might produce a division among the real 
friends of freedom in the country. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I certainly can- 
not consent to have this resolution referred to the | 














Committee on the Judiciary without the vote of 
the Senate to do so; | cannot agree to it. The 
Senator from Wisconsin tells us that there is an 
amendment to the Constitution pending; that he 
has strong hopes that it will pass the House of 
Representatives on Monday next or next week. 
Well, sir, | had hoped that that measure would 
pass next week; I have more doubt about it now; 
but whether it passes or not the Senator from 
Wisconsin knows, and weall know, thatit cannot 
and will not become a part of the Constitation for 
many months; I think not for about two years, at 
least, and it may be three or four years; certainly 
not within the next eighteen months. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. During the next spring. 

Mr. WILSON. The Senator is very much 
mistaken. The fact is, sir, that the Congress of 
the United States, at the last session, did decide 
that the man who would enlist in the armies of 
the United States should be free, free forever, 
free by the fiat of the Government of the United 
States. If anybody doubts the constitutionality 
of that Jaw, let him test it. Now, sir, the wife 
and the children of the men we have made free 
are held as slaves. We had the evidence, at the 
last session of Congress, how they were treated 
in Missouri, from Army officers. ‘The facts were 
presented to the Senate, and shocked the sense of 
humanity of every man who heard the recital, or 
who read what was going on there. What we 
had then in Missouri has been doubled and trebled 
since, and the wrongs and the outrages that have 
been perpetrated during the last year upon the 
wives inl children of the soldiers who are fight- 
ing the battles of the country, if known to the 
people of the country, would shock their human- 
ity and their sense of justice. 

Of the power to do this | do not entertain a 
doubt, and the most eminent lawyers of this coun- 
try concur in this opinion. We may and prob- 
ably shall have to pay for them. The masters 
may have a claim against the Government. The 
will no doubt come here with the claim, and it 
may be that the claim will be fully allowed, though 
of course | cannot say how that will be; the claim 
isan open one; but | have no doubt of our power 
to pass this resolution, and I think we should not 


| hesitate a moment in doing so at a time when we 


want soldiers, when we are calling for men to 
join the Army, when we are pressing the want of 
men upon the country. We read already—the 
Senator has referred to it—what is taking place 
in the rebel States, what Jefferson Davis proposes, 
what the Richmond papers propose, to give free- 
dom to the slaves, and to give them an interest in 
lands. They who commenced this revolution for 
the purpose of making slavery eternal now in 
their necessities are talking about making slaves 
freemen to fight the battles of the rebellion! I think 
that we owe it to the country} we owe it to the 
cause of the country, to liberty, to justice, and to 
patriotism, to offer every inducement to every 
black man who can fight the battles of the coun- 
try to join our armies. You have offered him 
his freedom, and he is to go and leave his wife 
and children to the tender mercy of others. Wife 
and children appeal now to him not to go and 
abandon them. Make that wife and those chil- 
dren free and they willappeal to him to enroll his 
name among the defenders of the country to win 
his own liberty and theirs. 

Now, sir, this is a simple, plain proposition. 
It is before the Senate; it has been considered 
many days in this Congress, and I hupe it will not 
now be again referred to a committee, but that we 
shall consider it and pass it promptly. 

Mr. DAVIS. I am happy to see my friend 
from Delaware in his place, and as he is now in 
his place, I withdraw the suggestion which I made 
a short time since that the resolution should be laid 
over, in courtesy to him. 

Mr.SAULSBURY. Mr. President, when this 
resolution of the honorable Senator from Massa- 
chusetts was presented to the Senate it was my 
intention to address the body on the subject; and 
it is still my intention to do so, not to-day, how- 
ever. I understand that the pending proposition 
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is to refer the resolution to a committee. To me 





it is a matter of personal indifference whether itis | 


referred to a committee or whether it is consid- 
ered directly by the body. Onthe whole, | would 
rather address the Senate to-morrow than to-day, 
as I have been traveling fora couple of days past, 
and have just arrived in the city. 

Mr. President, when this question comes up 
for bold, manly discussion before the Senate of 
the United States, | hope it will be discussed ina 
epivit of charity, with no bitterness of feeling on 
either side. J should like the advocates of this 
measure tO present arguments to the Senate to 
convince them, if possible, that it is within their 
power, a8 the legislators of the country, to pass 
a measure of this kind. I do not wish to hear, 


if I may be pardoned the remark, speeches upon | 


the evils of slavery, upon the wickedness of sla- 
very, but I wish the question to be met in this 
light: have we the power, have we the authority, 
under the Constitution of the United States, to 
enact 4 law of this kind? Has the Congress of 
the United States the constitutional authority to 
cnter within the limits of the respective States, 
and to declare that any person who is held in 
slavery under the constitution and laws of that 
particular State shall be free? Has the modern 
doctrine of ** military necessity’’ gone so far that 
when we are in a state of war, whatever the Con- 
gress of the United States shall decree, is consti- 
tutionally decreed? L ask the honorable Senator 
from Massachusetts, the chairman of the Military 
Conimittee, who has introduced this bill, when 
he comes to present his reasons for its passage 
to the American people and to the Congress of the 
United States, to point us out the authority to 
pass it. 

Sir, there are some questions which, in law, 
are settled; there are some questions which, as 
constitutional questions, have been settled, and 
long settled. When this question shall legiti- 
mately come before the Senate for full discussion, 
1 shall maintain the doctrine that not only have 
you not the power to decree the freedom of the 
wife and the children of negroes who volunteer 
in your Army, if they are from States where 
slavery is recognized, but you cannot give per- 


manent freedom to the negro volunteer himself | 


if he be a slave. ‘There is no principle more 
clearly recognized in international law than this, 
that if'a slave be captured from his lawful owner 
by one belligerent, and he afterwards comes back 
into the possession of the other belligerent by re- 
capture, he reverts, according to the doctrine of the 
jus postliminii, not to the belligerent Power, but to 
his original owner. So, sir, | say to-day that if 
you go into a State of the southern confederacy 
and dress up a slave in your uniform and put him 
in your Army, although you may by all the so- 
lemnity of an act of Congress say that he shall 
be forever free, yet if he be recaptured, when re- 
captured he is no longer a free man; he does not 
belong to the southern confederacy ; but the south- 


ern confederacy is bound to deliver him to his | 


original owner. 

That, sir, is the international law. It is the 
law which a great and distinguished statesman 
from the honorable Senator’s own State main- 
tained when he was a member of the Cabinet; it 
is the doctrine which he maintained when he was 
minister abroad. John Quincy Adams, from 
the Senator’s own State, gave to this doctrine 
his sanction. When, during our last war with 
Great Britian, the British forces undertook to 
carry away slaves from this country, fo man was 
more earnest than was John Quincy Adams in 
demanding from the British Government com- 
pensation for the value of those slaves. Sir, he 
was strong in his language; he said it was just as 
lawful to use poisoned weapons in warfare as it | 
was to take slaves under the pretense that they 
had the right, under the law of nations, and in 
the exercise of military authority, to do so. The | 
doctrine which John Quincy Adams then avowed, | 
and which through his efforts was recognized by 
the English Government, has been the settled 
doctrine of the American nation, not only from 
that time to the present, but it was settled even 
anterior to that period. When John Jay was 
minister of foreign affairs of this country, he 
proclaimed the same doctrine, and he made for- 
eign nations recognize it; and through every | 
page in the diplomatic history of the country 
you find the same doctrine avowed without a dis- | 


| justice. I say, then, the question is asked, what 
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senting voice. And yet, sir, simply because we 
are engaged in a gigantic civil war; one which 
palls the imagination; one at which the thought- 
ful statesman stands aghast; a war the issue of 
which no man living can see; a war in which 


| everything that is dear to the Amerrean heart 


and to the American mind is being overthrown, 
we find propositions of this nature presented to | 
the American Senate! 

It seems to me that we have lost sight entirely 
of the character of our Federal system; pardon me, 
sir, of our federated system. We are consider- | 


| ing this as a great central power; such things as 


States and State rights are wholly ignored. We | 
seem to think that the States of the American | 
Union are nothing more than simply the counties | 
of particular States. If that doctrine is to pre- 
vail; if the doctrine that we are not to have ** the | 
Union as it was and the Constitution as it is,’’ is | 
to prevail, but that we are simply to have the 
Union as it shall be, and the Constitution as it 
will be made, there is the death of constitutional | 
American liberty. | 
Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, there was a | 
call only a few days ago for three hundred thou- 
sand more troops. The country needs them, and, 
it is the duty of Congress to help supply them. 
To this end there must be no difficulty, impedi- 
ment, or embarrassment in the way. All these | 
must be removed. But this is not all. ‘There | 
must be encouragement of every kind; and such 
is the character of the present proposition. 


There can be no delay. The country cannot || 


wait the slow action of a constitutional amend- 
ment, as has been proposed by the Senator from | 
Wisconsin, [Mr. Dootitrte.}] Congress must | 
act to the extent of its power, and any abdication 
of its power on this question will be injurious to 
the public interests. 


All must confess the humanity of the proposi- |, 
tion to enfranchise the families of colored persons ] 
} 
| 
| 
| 
| 


who have borne arms for their country. All must 
confess the hardship of continuing them in sla- | 
very. 
But the question is asked by many, and even | 
by the Senator from Wisconsin, what power has 
Congress to set the families free? 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. 1 did not ask that ques- | 
tion. 
Mr. SUMNER. I understood 
Mr. DOOLIT'TLE. The Senator is entirely | 
mistaken. He is putting a question himself and | 
then answering it. | have not put it at all. 





Mr. SUMNER. ‘The question has been put |! 
| again and again, and the whole purport of the 
| speech of the Senator from Wisconsin was in that 


sense. He argued that we were about to havea 
constitutional amendment which was to super- 
sede everything; that therefore this proposition 
was unnecessary, if not injurious. I so under- 
stood the argument of the Senator, and that it | 
pointed directly to the question of the power of 
Congress on this occasion, because | know the 
patriotism of that Senator too well to suppose 
that, if in his opinion the power of Congress on 
this occasion was beyond question, he would hes- 





itate. Ido not therefore do the Senator any in- 





power has Congress to set the families free? This 
is the single point on which I shall express an 
opinion. 

My answer is that Congress has precisely the 
same power to enfranchise the families that it has 
to enfranchise the colored soldier. The two pow- 
ers are coincident and from the same source. 

It has been already assumed that Congress may 
enfranchise the colored soldier. This has been | 
done by solemn statute, without any reference to 
the conduct of his pretended owner. If we were 
asked the reason for such enfranchisement, it 
must be found, first, in its practical necessity, that 
we may secure the best servites of the slaves, 
and secondly, in its intrinsic justice and human- 
ity. In brief, Government cannot be so improv- 
ident and so foolish as to attempt to obtain the 
services of the slave at the hazard of life, without 
securing to him the boon of freedom. Now, if 
Government were so bereft of common sense as 
to forego this temptation to enlistment and effi- 
cient service, could it be guilty of the unutterable 
meanness of using the slave jn the national de- 
fense and then returning himto bondage? There- 
fore the slave who fights is enfranchised. 

But every argument, every consideration, which 














January 5, 


pleads for the enfranchisement of the slave pleads 
also for the enfranchisement of the family. There 
is the same practical necessity for doing it, and 
the same unutterable shabbiness in not doing it. 

There is no principle of law better established 
than the rule that any acknowledged right carries 
with it all incidents essential toitsexercise. Ido 
not employ technical language; but I give the idea, 
which is founded in reason and the nature of 
things. Jt would be vain to confer a right, or a 
power, if the means for its enjoyment were de- 
nied. From this simple statement the conclusion 
is irresistible. 

In conferring upon Congress the power to cre- 
ate an Army, the Constitution conferred there- 
with all the powers essential to the exercise of 
the principal power. If Congress can authorize 
the enlistment of slaves, as it unquestionably can, 
it may at the same time authorize their enfran- 
chisement, and by the same reason it may author- 
ize the enfranchisement of their families; and all 
this from the necessity of the case, and to prevent 
an intolerable meanness. 

An English patriot, nearly two centuries ago, 
exclaimed in memorable words that he would give 
his life to serve his country, but he would not do 
a mean thing to save it. If there be any value in 
this declaration it may well be invoked when itis 
deliberately argued that the national Government 
can createan Army, and in this service can enfran- 
chise the slave which it enlists, but that it is im- 
potent to enfranchise his family. I know not how 
we canuse hisright armand ask him to shed his 
blood in our defense and then hand over his wife 
and child to bondage. The case is too clear for 
argument. The human heart rejects the insuffer- 
able pretension, 

But it is said that the slave has no family. Such 
isthe argument of slavery. For all that he has, 
as well as all that he is, even wife and child, be- 
long to another. Surely this unrighteous preten- 
sion will not be made the apology for a denial of 
rights. If the family of the slave be not desig- 
nated by law, or by the forms of legal marriage, 
then it must be ascertained by the next best evidence 
possible; that is, by cohabitation and matual rec- 
ognition as man and wife. And any uncertainty 
in this evidence must be regarded as a natural in- 
cident to slavery. As men cannot take advan- 
tage of their own wrong, so slave masters, on this 
occasion, cannot take advantage of slavery. Any 
other rule would practically unite with slavery in 
denying to the slave wife and child. 

There is a well-known French maxim, that ‘it 
is only the first step which costs’’—ce n’est que le 
premier pas qui coute—and on this occasion, per- 
mit me to say, itis only the first stage of the argu- 
ment which merits attention. Concede that the 


| soldier may be enfranchised, and it follows that by 
| the same constitutional power his family may be 
admitted to an equal liberty. Any other conclu- 


sion would be as illogical as inhuman; discredit- 
able alike to the head and the heart. There is 
no argument, whether of reason or of humanity, 
for the enfranchisement of the soldier which does 
not plead equally for that of his family. Nay, 
more; | know not how we can expect a blessing 


.on our arms while we fail to perform this duty. 


I cannot close what I have to say without add- 


|ing that, in my opinion, Congress at this mo- 


ment is complete master of the whole question of 
slavery everywhere in the United States, even 
without any constitutional amendment. It can 
sweep it sow of existence, precisely as it can 
remove any other obstruction to the national de- 
fense, and all this by virtue of a power as indis- 
putable as the power to raise armies or to suspend 
the habeas corpus. Future generations will read 
with amazement that a great people, when na- 
tional life was assailed, hesitated to exercise a 
power so simple and beneficent; and this amaze- 
ment will know no bounds as they learn that Con- 
gress higgled for months on the question whether 
the wife and children of the colored soldier should 
be admitted to freedom. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I move that the further 
consideration of this resolution be postponed un- 
til to-morrow at one o’clock,. 

Mr. WILSON. I understand the Senator from 
Delaware desires to address the Senate to-morrow 
on this subject, and I am willing that it should go 
over for that purpose; but I should like to take 
the vote now on the question of reference. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 
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Davis] to refer this joint resolution to the Com- 
mitiee on the Judiciary. 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 15, nays 19; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Buckalew, Cowan, Davis, Doolittle, 


} 
| 


Harris, Henderson, Hendricks, Hicks, Nesmith, Powell, | 


Richardson, Saulsbury, ‘Trumbull, Van Winkle, and Wil- 


jley—15. 


‘NAYS—Messrs. Brown, Clark, Conness, Dixon, Far- | 


well, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Harlan, Johnson, Lane of In- 
diana, Morgan, Morrill, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Sherman, 
Sumner, Wade, and Wilson—19, 


ABSENT—Messrs. Anthony, Carlile, Chandler, Colla- | 


mer, Hale, Harding, Howard, Howe, Lane of Kansas, 
MeDougall, Riddle, Sprague, Ten Eyek, Wilkinson, and 
Wright—15. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question now 
is on the motion of the Senator from Delaware, 
{[Mr. Savispury,] to postpone the further consid- 
eration of the joint resolution until to-morrow, 

The motion was agreed to. 


MILITARY SERVICE. 


Mr. WILSON. I move to take up the House 
bill No. 583. 

The motion wasagreed to, and the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H.. R. No. 583) to amend the twenty-first 
section of an act entitled **An act to define the pay 
and emoluments of certain officers of the Army, 
and for other purposes,” approved July 17, 1862; 


> 


which proposes to amend that section soas to read 
as follows: 


That any alien, of the age of twenty-one years and up- 
ward, who has enlisted or shall enlist in the armies of the 
United States, either volunteer or regular forces, or in the 
naval or marine forees, and has been, or shall hereafter be, 
honorably discharged, may be admitted to become acitizen 
of the United States, upon his petition, without any pre- 
vious declaration of his intention to become a citizen of the 
United States, and that he shall not be required to prove 


more than one year’s residence within the United States pre- | 


vious tohis application to become such citizen ; andthatthe 
court admitting such alien shall, in addition to the proof of 
residence and good moral character, as is now provided by 
law, be satisfied by competent proof of such person having 
been honorably discharged from the service of the United 
States as aforesaid. 


Mr. WILSON. 
adding the following as additional sections: 


Sec. —®& And be it further enacted, That it is not within 
the intent of the first section of the act of March 3, 1863, 
entitied “An act to authorize the brevetting of volunteer 
and other officers in the United States service,” authoriz- 
ing the President to confer brevet rank for gallant actions 
and meritorious conduct, to make a distinction as to pay 
between officers of volunteers and other forces, including 
the regular Army; but that such brevet rank does not en- 
title any officer, either of the regular Army or volunteers, 
to any inerease of pay or emoluments. 

Sec. —. And he itfurther enacted, That if a soldier, dis- 
charged for wounds received in battle, die before receiving 


the bounty provided by the act of March 3, 1863, entitled | 
“An act to amend an actto authorize the employment of | 


volunteers,”? &c., the bounty due shall descend to his heirs 
in the same manner and order of succession as if he had 
died in the service. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I do not know that there is 
any objection to the amendment proposed by the 
honorable member from Massachusetts, but it 
appears to me it is rather out of place on this bill. 
The bill itself is a bill to naturalize foreigfers. 
He proposes to insert an amendment which looks 
to brevet rank in the Army. It is always de- 
sirable, as everybody knows who has had occa- 


sion to consult acts of Congress, that the laws | 
should be so framed that we should know by their | 


It seems | 


titles exactly where to look for them. 
to me better, therefore, that the honorable mem- 


I move to amend the bill by | 


| 
| 











ber from Massachusetts should introduce his | 


proposition as a separate bill. 

Mr. WILSON. 
Maryland that the bill, as it comes to us from the 
House of Representatives, is a bill to construe a 
certain section of another act. Both the sections 
of my amendment are of a similar character. 
They refer to other acts, and say how they shall 
be understood, I thought it was fit that these 
propositions should go together. I certainly see 
no reason why they should not. This bill, as it 


comes from the House of Representatives, simply | 


provides for putting alien sailors on the same 


footing with alien soldiers, and construes the law | 


to read hereafter in thatform. I simply propose 
by this amendment to provide that the act au- 
thorizing brevetting shall not be construed to 
make any distinction between volunteer officers 
and officers of the regular Army. I understand 
that there has been some construction of the De- 


I will state to the Senator from | 





\ 
| 


————  ———————— 


| ject to being called upon to pass at this ime more 
| particularly is the second section of the amend- 


| bounty of asoldier. | have in my possession, but 


| think at the last session of Congress, or at any 
| rate during the last two sessions of Congress, we 
| established by our enactments three different 


tween the regular Army and the volunteers. I | 
am sure none was intended by Congress, and that 
none ougitt to exist. 

Mr. GRIMES. I think there can be no ob- 
jection to the original bill; that is, to include 
among the persons who shall be naturalized by 
entering into the service of the United States dur- | 
ing the war persons serving in the Navy as well 
asin the Army. The section which I should ob- 


ment, that which regulates the descent of the 


not here, a letter which I received a couple of | 


| weeks ago from the Second Comptroller of the 
| Treasury, in which he explains the complexities | 


there are at this time existing, growing out ofthe 
various laws we now have on this subject. I 


methods for the descent of the bounty due to sol- 
diers and sailors. He has sent to me a copy of 
a bill which he threw out as suggestions for gen- 
tlemen to consider, and I would prefer, if the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts would assent to it, that 
this amendment, or at any rate this second sec- 
tion, which relates to the descent of the bounty, 
should be postponed until we can give further cou- 
sideration to the subject. At present the laws | 
are very conflicting on that subject, and now 
there is a different order of descent for the bounty 
that is paid to a sailor from that which is paid to 
a soldier. They ought to be uniform, and | think 
they could easily be made uniform if we had a | 
few hours to consider the subject. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


the motion of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. || partment recently which makes a distinction be- 





Mr. WILSON. That being the case, Ll have no | 


desire to press the question now. On the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from lowa,I am willing to 
let the whole subject go over in order to give him 
an opportunity to look into it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Before the subject goes 
over I desire to submit an amendment to this bill, 
which probably had better be printed, because | 
wish to call the attention of the Senate to it. I 
may modify the language; but J will submit it 
now so that it may be under consideration: 

And be it further enacted, That no alien who has resided 
in the United States for five years continuously before the 
19th day of April, L861, shall be naturalized under the laws 
of the United States atter the Ist day of April, 1865, any- 
thing in any act to the contrary notwithstanding. | 

The idea I wish to embod y—perhaps the propo- 
sition should be expressed in different language— 
isthis: there are, especially in the largecities, large 
numbers of able-bodied aliens, many of whom 
have made enormous fortunes by engaging in 
trade, who, the very moment the war broke out, 
refused to perfect their naturalization, and thus | 
evaded all military service. Such men oughtto be 
denied the privilege hereafter of citizenship, It 
is agplain and obvious matter of justice. | want 
to provide for that very numerous class of people 
in this country. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no ob- 
jection, the further consideration of this subject 
will be postponed until to-morrow, 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CONNESS. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and, after some 
time spent in executive session, the doors were 
reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, January 5, 1865. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 


Prayer 


115 


E. R. S. Canby, emmanding the military divis- 
ion of West Mississippi, concerning the purchase 
by the United States of the products of States de- 
clared to be in insurrection, called for by the res- 
olution of the Hlouse of Representatives ‘of De- 
cember 22, 1864. 

Mr. ELIOT. I move that that communication 
be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. IL think that commu- 
nication should be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and | make that motion. We 
have this whole subject before us. A resolution 
was introduced by the gentleman’s colleague [Mr. 
J0UTWELL] instructing the Committee on Military 
Affairs to inquire into this whole matter of trade 
with the rebellious States. The subject is now 


| before the committee and is being investigated. 
| The committee sent a similar inquiry to the Sec- 


retary of War, wider in its scope than the resolu- 
tion of the gentleman from Massachusetts. The 
Secretary determined that he would answer the 


whole in reply to the resolution of the gentleman 


from Massachusetts, and so notified us. I think 
it proper that the communication should go to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ELIOT. Iam inclined to think that the 
suggestions of the gentleman from the Military 
Committee are correct, and, under the circum- 
stances, I shall not object to the reference of the 
communication to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. I withdraw my motion. 

The communication was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LAWS OF NEW MEXICO. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House the laws of the Territory 


| of New Mexico; which were referred to the Com- 
| mittee on ‘Territories. 


SOLDIERS’ PAY. 


Mr. WILSON, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill to amend an act entitled “An act to 
increase the pay of soldiers of the United States 
Army, and for other purposes,’’ approved June 
20, 1864, and to increase the commutation value 
of rations for general and post hospitals; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


COAST SURVEY REPORT. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland, by unanimous con- 
sent, offered the following resolution; which was 


\| referred, under the rule, to the Committee on 


| Printing: 





by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Cuannina. || 


The Journal of Thursday, December 22, 1864, 
was read and approved. 


COAST SURVEY REPORT. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 

before the House a letter from the Secretary of 

the Treasury, transmitting the report of the Super- 

intendent of the Coast Survey for the year 1864; 

which was laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 

TRADE WITH REBELLIOUS STATES. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 

laid before the Elouse a letter from the Secretary 

of War, transmitting the report of Major General | 





Resolved, That there be printed three thousand copies of 
the report of the Superintendent of the Coast Survey for 


| the year 1864; two thousand for distribution by the Coast 


Survey and one thousand for the use of the members of 
this House. 


BURSTING OF GUNS. 
Mr. HUBBARD, of Connecticut, by unani- 


mous consent, introduced the following resolu- 


| tion; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested 


to communieate to this House, so far as he has knowledge, 


what number of guns were burst Onboard our fleet in the 
late bombardment of Fort Fisher; on what ships they were 


| mounted; the cause of their failure; the number of per- 


sons killed and wounded thereby; and whether any of 
such guus were of unwrought iron construction. 


RANK OF LIEOTENANT GENERAL. 


Mr. BLAINE. L[ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing by law 
for the appointment of another lieutenant general, to be 
selected from the list of major generals now in the service, 
whose rank shall be inferior to the lieutenant general 


conmmanding the armies, and superior to all other officers 
in the service, 


Mr. COX. I object. 


DISTRICT COURTS IN MISSOURI. 


Mr. LOAN, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill to provide for holding courts in the western 
district of Missouri, and to prescribe the times 
thereof; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary 


ST. JOSEPH, MISSOURI. 


Mr. LOAN also introduced, by unanimous con- 
sent, a bill to constitute the city of St. Joseph, in 
the State of Missouri, a port of delivery; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 
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CLERICAL APPOINQMENTS. 

Mr. A. W. CLARK, by unanimous consent, 
introduced viution relative to appoiat- 
j Departments; which was 
ond time, 

The joint re ition provides that all vacancies 
which may hereafter occur in the clerical force in 
the War, Navy, Treasury, Interior, and Post 
Office Departments, shall be filled proportionately 
by soldiers and sailors disabled by wounds re- 
ceived in battle, who are competent to perform 
the duties, or who may quickly be instructed 
therein; and also that the places of the present 
incumbents shall be filled by similar appointments 

s vapidly as changes can be made without detri- 
mieut to the nublie service, 


Mr. A. W. CLARK demanded the previous 


question, 


Mr. STEVENS. 


a jon 
ments in the various 


re nd a first and Be 


Would the gentleman from 


TH 


New Youk [Mr. A, W. Crang] have any objec- | 


tion to refer this joint resolution to a committee? 
lL is taking upon ourselves great power. 
Mr. A. W. CLARK. I think the House is 
prepared to act upon it now, 
ir. STEVENS. 


Lhope the previous question 
will not be sustained, 


This is a very good clap- 
trap thing, | know; butit is a great stretch of 
power, " 

Mr. COX. I wish to ask the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. A. W. CLark] one quesuon in 
reference in this resolution, To 
What does the word * proportional ly” refer—to 
the Army or the civil service? 

Mr. A. W. CLARK. Proportionate to the 
number of applicauts presenting themselves. 

Mr. GANSON. [I would inquire if it is in- 
tended to throw out all the females now employed 
in the Depariments, 

Mr. COX. I hope the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. A. W. Crank] will strike out the 
word * propertionately;’’ otherwise [ must move 
to refer this joint resolution to the Committee on 
the Judie iary. 

The SPEAKER. That cannot be done now 
except by unanimous consent, 

The question was then taken upon seconding 
the demand for the previous question, and it was 
not agreed to, 

Mr. STEVENS. I move to refer the joint res- 
olution to the Judiciary Comunittee. 

The question was taken, and the motion to 
refer was agreed to, 

TERRITORY OF WYOMING, 

Mr. ASHLEY, by ufanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill to provide a temporary government 
for the Territory of Wyoming; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on ‘Territories, 

NATIONAL MISSISSIPPI BRIDGE COMPANY. 


Mr. KNOX, by unanimous consent, introduced 
n bill to incorporate the National Mississippi 
Bridge Company; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 


INCREASE OF PAY TO OFFICERS, ETC. 
Mr. ROSS, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill to inerease the pay of officers and soldiers 
in the United States Army, twenty-five per cent. 
from and after the Istday ot January, 1865; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Commitiee on Military Affairs. 


to one pirase 


MESSAGE FROM TILE SENATE, 

A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Forney, its Secretary, informing the House 
that the Senate had passed an act (S. No. 72) sup- 
plementary to an act to prescribe an oath of office, 
and for other purposes, approved July 2, 1862, in 
which they asked the concurrence of the House. 


NATIONAL TELEGRAPH UNION, 


Mr, MORRIS, of Ohio, by unanimous consent, 
offered the following resoluuion; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee for the District of Colum- 
bia be instructed to inquire into the expediency of report- 
ing a bill to incorporate the National Telegraph Union. 


REFUGEES FROM REBELLIOUS STATES. 


Mr. LAW, by unanimous consent, offered the 
following resolution; which was read, considered, 
and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be, 


and they are hereby, instructed toinquire whether any, and 
it so, what, legislative action is necessary on the part of 
Congress to afford relief to the distressed aud destitute 
women and children, refugees trom the rebel States, who 
have located within the Union States; with leave to report 
by bill or otherwise. 


NAVAL RECRUITS. 


Mr. PIKE, by unanimous consent, offered the 


following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Seeretary of War be directed to re- 
port to the House the rule adopted by him, if any, in ap- 


portioning naval recruits among the different enrollment | 


districts under section eight of an act further to regulate 
and provide for the enrelling and calling out of the national 


forces, and for other purposes, approved July 4, 1864, and | 


to state further the proof of residence required by him in 
making assignments of naval recruits under that section. 
Mr. STEVENS. I move to amend the reso- 
lution by adding the words “and by what pro- 
vision of law in apportioning in the Army aman 
enlisted for three years is counted as three men.”’ 
Mr. PIKE. 1 accept that amendment. 
The resolution, as amended, was then adopted. 


BOUNTLES TO SOLDIERS. 


Mr. LAW, by unanimous consent, offered the | 


following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be, 
and they are hereby, instructed to inquire, when a soldier 
is discharged On account of wounds received in battle, 
aud dying before receiving the bounty provided by the act 
of Mareh 3, 1853, entitled “An act to authorize the employ- 
ment of volunteers,” whether the bounty due to him should 
not descend to his heirs in Uie same manner and succession 
as if the soldier liad died in service. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. I move to 
amend the resolution so that the Committee on 
Military Affairs be instructed to inquire into the 


expediency of reporting a bill for the purpose in- | 


dicated in the resolution. 
Mr. LAW. | accept the amendment. 
‘The resolution, as amended, was then adopted. 


RECRUITING BROKERS. 


Mr. MORRIS, of New York, by unanimous 
consent, offered the following resolution; which 
was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing by law 
for dispensing with the serviees of reeruiting brokers, and 
prohibiting their pay or reward for any such services or 
pretended services, 


WASHINGTON GAS-LIGUT COMPANY. 
Mr. DAVIS, of New York. 


unanimous consent, Senate bill No. 363, an act to 


I move that, by | 


amend the charter of the Washington Gas-Light | 


Company, be taken from the Speaker’s table and 
put upon its passage. 

Mr. COBB. I object. 

Mr. DAVIS, of New York. I move to sus- 
pend the rules in order to take up the bill. 

The SPEAKER, That motion cannot be made 
on Thursday. 


OVERLAND CALIFORNIA MAIL. 
Mr. DAILY, by unanimous consent, offfred 


; the following resolution; which was read, con- 


sidered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Postmaster General be requested to 
furnish to this House copies of all advertisements for the 
late letting of the contract for carrying the overland Cali 
fornia mail, with all the bids, the names of bidders, and all 
correspondence relating to the same (with any offers to 
contract) by the Department, and the name of the party, 
and the amount at which the coutract was finally let. ~ 


RAILROAD FARE IN NEW YORK CITY. 


Mr. HERRICK, by unanimous consent, of- 
fered the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 


Whereas the city railroad companies in the city of New 
York, whose rates of fare are prescribed by the laws of the 
State aud the ordinances of the city, have increased sueh 
rates twenty per cent., by authority of the last proviso of 
section one hundred and three of the act of Congress en- 
titled * An act to provide internal revenue to support the 


) Government, to pay interest on the ‘public debt, and for 


other purposes,”’ approved June 30, 1864, upon the pretense 
that they can in no other way collect from their passengers 
the internal revenue tax of two and a half per cent. imposed 
upon the gross receipts of said railroad companies, as au- 
thorized by said act: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of repealing so 
much of the act to provide internal revenue, to pay in- 
terest on the public debt, and for other purposes, approved 
June 30, 1864, as empowers railroad companies to increase 
their rates of passenger fare beyond the rates established 
by local laws, or of so amending the last proviso of the one 


| hundred and third section of such act that it will not be 


| 


capable of being construed into a permission for the New 
York city railroad companies to collect from passengers a 
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January 5, 


higher rate of fare than is prescribed for them by the laws 
of the State of New York aud the ordinances of the city of 
New York. 


TUANKS TO GENERAL SHERMAN. 


Mr. COLE, of California. I ask unanimous 
consent to introduce the following joint resolu- 
tion, and ask that it be put upon its passage: 

Resolved bythe Senate and House of Representatives, §c., 
That the thanks of the people and of the Congress of the 
United States are due and are hereby tendered to Major 
General William T. Sherman, and through him to the offi- 
cers and men under his command, for their gallantry and 
good conduct in their late brilliant expedition through 
Georgia; and that the President cause a copy of this jowt 
resolution to be engrossed and forwarded to Major General 
Sherman. 


There being no objection, the joint resolution 
was read a first and second time, 

Mr. GARFIELD. I move that this joint reso- 
lution be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
passed without a reference. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I make this motion only 
because | object to any resolution of this nature 
going through without being properly referred, 
not because | am not in favor of this resolution. 
lam in favor of it. But I desire that, as a rule, 
all resolutions of this character shall be referred. 

The motion of Mr. GarrieELp was agreed to; 
and the joint resolution was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


I hope that it willbe 


CREDITS FOR RECRUITS AND CONSCRIPTS. 
Mr. BALDWIN, of Massachusetts, by unan- 


imous consent, offered the following resolution; 
which was read, considered, and agreed to:.- 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be 
directed to consider the expediency of providing by an act 
of Congress that cannot be misinterpreted or evaded, that 
allmen enlisted or drafted into the military service shall 
be credited to the city, ward, town, or district to which 
they belong by residence, provided they have a legal resi- 
dence in any duly organized enroliment district. 


WAGON ROAD IN MONTANA. 
Mr. HUBBARD, of Iowa, by unanimous con- 


sent, introduced a bill to provide for the construc- 
tion of a wagon road from the Missouri river to 
Virginia City,in Montana; which was read a first 


| and second time, and referred to the Cag mittee 


on Roads and Canals. 


COMPENSATION OF POSTMASTERS. 
Mr. HUBBARD, of lowa, by unanimous con- 


sent, also offered the following resolution; which 
was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
so amending the act of July 1, 1864, relating to the com- 
pensation of postinasters, as to allow postmasters of the 
third class a reasonable sum for the necessary cost of rent, 
fuel, lights, and clerks. 


STENOGRAPHER FOR COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WILSON. lask unanimous consent of 
the House to submit the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Speaker appoint a competent sten- 
ographic reporter, to continue in office until otherwise 
ordered by the House, whose duty it shall be to report in 
shom@ind on the order of any of the standing or special 
committees of the Llouse such proceedings as they may 
deem necessary, and when ordered to be printed, properly 
index and supervise the publication of the same, and who 
shall receive therefor an annual compensation at the rate 
now allowed by regulation for reporting court-martial pro- 


ceedings. 

There was no objection, and the resolution was 
received. 

Mr. WILSON demanded the previous question 
on its adoption, 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. WILSON moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


EXCUSED FROM COMMITTEE SERVICE. 
Mr. MORRILL. 1 ask unanimous consent of 


the House to be excused from further service on 
the special committee in reference to the ventila- 
tion of the two Halls of Congress. I find that I 
shall be unable to attend to my duties on other 
standing committees if | remain on that commit- 
tee; and I hope that the House willexcuse me. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered ac- 
cordingly. 
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1865. 
’ GOLD BILL. 
Mr. STEVENS. 


the House to introduce the following resoluuion 


I ask unanimous consent of | 


or reference: | 
BOE. BOM | called ** gold gamblers,” as they ave now named, 
| saw proper in England to combine for the purpose 


Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of bringing in a 
bill to prevent combinations beiug formed to raise the price 
of coin and depreciate the value of lawful money of the 
United States. 

Mr. BROOMALL. I object. 

Mr. STEVENS. I[ask my colleague to with- 
draw his objection, so that I may be heard on my 


Mr. BROOMALL. I withdraw my objection. 
Mr. STEVENS. 
ollected that the Secretary of the Treasury, in his 
recent annual report, calls the attention of Con- 


| 

resolution. | 
| 

| 


gress to combinations of men to raise the price | 
of coin and depreciate the value of the lawful | 


money of the United States, and asks us to pro- 
vide some remedy for the evil. It may possibly 
be recollected that on the second day of the ses- 
sion I had the honor to introduce a bill which was 
designed to accomplish that object. The next 
morning, as soon asthe Journal was read, my ex- 
cellent friend from Maine, (Mr. Biarine,] in an 
alarmed and excited manner informed the House 
that that bill was fraught with innumerable mis- 


chiefs; that it would destroy the interests of the | 


country. | donot speak exactly as he spoke. He 


TH 


ron 
| part in paper 





Mr. Speaker, it will be rec- || finally at one period, I think, itroseas high as forty 





said that it would prevent and prohibit importa- 
tion. Inthat L think he madea mistake. He 
said that it was fraught with all of the evils—not 
in this langaage—of the fabled Pandora’s box. 
It was an unheard-of bill,and he modestly stated 


that itwas an absurdity. The House, partaking || 


of the magnetic manner of my friend from Maine— 
he seemed to be distracted on the subject—and 
wishing to escape the evils of this gunpowder 
plot, immediately laid it on the table. 

Mr. PIKE. I wish to call! the attention of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania to the fact that my 
colleague to whom he refers is not now present. 


Mr.STEVENS. Heis now sitting before me. 
{Laughter.] If he had not been present I would 


not have referred to him. It is because he is 
present that [ have so freely referred to the gen- 
tleman. I mean kindly all that I have said. 

Mr. Speaker, | was saying, when interrupted, 
that the House, being magnetized by the excited 
manner of the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. 
Brarye,] became alarmed and immediately laid 
the billon the table, without its being presented, 
and without a single member having had an op- 
portunity to read a word ofeit. I remember the 
gentleman stated that the very announcement of 
the bill the day before had raised the price of 
gold twelve per cent. He stated that there were 
telegrams to that effect. I remember what was 
said by the able editors, sciolists who prate 
deeply in reference to things of which they know 
nothing.” I know that they repeated what my 
excellent friend had taught them. We were told 
that it was an anomalous proceeding never heard 
of before. It was likened to an effort to regulate 
the course of the planets, to guide the sun gnd 
moon. I remember to have heard an excellent 
friend, in a sotto voce, say that it was like an at- 
tempt to make the mercury in a thermometer 
regulate the weather. 

_ Mr. Speaker, all these suggestions, all these 
imputations, all the statements that my proposi- 
tion was preposterous and absurd, of course had 
no effect upon me. I have heard too much of that 
inthe past to cere forit. [ disregard all these 
imputations. But, sir, it isdue to the respectable 
gentlemen who, on that occasion, to the number 
of fifty or sixty, voted with me, that I should lay | 
some facts before this House, and the country, to 
rescue them from the imputation of ignorance, 
and to expose the ignorance of those who made 
the assertions | have mentioned. I only detain 











the House for that purpose. 

It will be remembered, Mr. Speaker, by every 
member of this House that in 1793 England en- 
tered into a war with France, and that finally she 
entered single-handed into a war with the whole 
of continental Europe. Atthat time the Bank of | 
England was her fiscal agent. The bank for a 
while went on prosperously under these cireum- 
stances, the Bank of England notes being at par | 
and there being no demand for coin at that time, 
as the Government had not fallen into the error of | 


making a portion of their debt payable in coin and | 





acontinental loan, which Eneland found it neces- 
sary to contract with continental nations, and gold 
became necessary. 


of raising the price of gold, and in 1809 it wentup, 
I think, to eight or nine per cent., and was going 
on; and as the armies of Great Britain went upon 
the Continent it was necessary to supply them 


with gold, which increased the demand and en- | 
abled these persons to make use of their power to || 


raise the price of the article, and in 1810 and 1811 
it was at sixteen and seventeen per cent., and 


per cent, 


The British Parliament became alarmed at the | 


action of this combination, for in 1797, when gold 
had become so high, the Government by an Order 
in Council restricted and prohibited the Bank of 
England from paying cash until after the meeting 
of Parliament, and upon the meeting of Parlia- 
ment a law was passed making valid the Order in 
Council and prohibiting the payment of coin until 


six months after the final proclamation of peace. | 
And at the same time, although the Bank of Eng- | 


land notes were not made a legal tender, yet alaw 
was passed which took away the remedy by ar- 
rest or by distraint of any creditor who refused 


| to receive Bank of England notes when tendered. 


A Bank of England note was nota full tender, as 
our note is, but the law prohibited all process of 
protection in case of arefusal to receive the notes 
of the Bank of England, 

This took place, as I have said, in 1797, but 
still there was very little rise in the price of gold 
until the time [have mentioned, upto 1809, 1810, 
and 1811; then, when gold was sent to subsidize 


the armies of Great Britain in Europe, the gold | 


gamblers combined to raise the price of gold and 
depress the price of Bank of England notes; and 
the wise statesmen of England, who never thought 


of attempting to regulate the moon or stars in the | 
British Parliament, put their heads together to see | 


if some law could be devised which would correct 
this evil and check the rise in gold. 


I remember that Lord Stanhope, then an emi- | 
nent British statesman, was the first to move a | 
bill in 1811 for that purpose, which was support- | 
(ed, not by ignorant men, notby men guilty ofab- | 
sw@dities, buc by the great Lord Chancellor Eldon, 
That bill | 


and by the great financier Vansittart. 


passed the British Parliament in 1811. 1 admit 


| that it was an experiment only, and was limited 
to three months after the next meeting of Parlia- | 


ment, and then it was found to have worked so 
beneficially that it was enlarged, and improved, 
and reénacted. 


Now, if gentlemen will not think that I am at- | 


tempting to expose their want of knowledge, I 
will send to the desk and ask the Clerk to read 
the bills of the British Parliament, which are ex- 


| act copies of the bill which 1 presented to this | 


House for a similar purpose, and under the sim- 
ilar circumstances of the country. 
Sef he Clerk reads, however, I will simpl 
3efore the Clerk reads, however, I will simply 


| say that I looked at the money article in the New 
York Tribune to see how much gold rose on the | 


day that I introduced my bill, and I found the fol- 


lowing paragraph in the paper of the 7th of De- | 


cember: 
‘© Gold opened at 229}, sold up to 2323, and closed at 252. 


The leading buyers were ‘ secesh houses,’ encouraged by | 


the proposition to prohibit the export of gold coin.”’ 


I see by the same authority that after my bill 
was laid on the table, hardly had the knowledge 


| of it reached New York than gold went up to 240, 


and remained so for ten days. 
Mr. BLAINE. Ifthe gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Stevens] will allow me a word, I 


think he will admit the correctness of what | | 
stated. The gentleman introduced his billon Tues- | 
| day, December 6, near the hour of one o’clock. 


The intelligence of it was not known in New 
York city, on the street, until three o’clock, after 
banking and brokers’ hours. 
ing, when the contents and scope of that bill were 


fully made known in Wall street, gold opened ” i) the governor and company of the Bank of Ireland, fur less 


twelve per cent.advance on the rate of the day 
before. That advance took place, therefore, sev- 
eral hours befure the House took action on the 
billon my motion. 
speaks of the laying that bill on the table as the 
cause of the rise in gold 
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Mr. STEVENS. 4 did not say it was the cause. 


) [stated as a fact that the one followed the other. 


i do not think either the introduction of the bill, 


rise in gold. lean very well understand how ube 


| gold gamblers could take advantage of that to run 
| gold up. 


Llowever, I will now proceed to give the House 
the facts to which | have referred. I will ask the 
Clerk to read the several passages which I have 
marked in the books I send to him. 

The Clerk accordingly read the following sec- 


| tions of statutes of Great Britain and Lreland: 


«Whereas it is expedient to enact as heretnafer pro 
vided : 

** De it enacted bythe King’s most excellent majesty, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Lords spiritual and tempo- 
ral, and Commons, in this present Parliament assembied, and 
hy the authority of the same, That, trom and ater the pass- 
ing of this act, no person shall receive or pay for any gold 
coin hawially current within the realy, duy more in vaiue, 
benefit, protit, or advantage, than the true lawtul vatue 
which such gold coin doth or shall by its denomination im- 
fit, or advantage be 
paid, made, or taken in hiwiul mouey, or in any vote o¢ 


| notes, billor billsof the governor and company ot the Bank 


of England, or in any silver token or tokens tssted by the 


| said governor and company, Or by any or all of the said 


means, Wholly or partly, or by any other means, device, 
shift, or contrivance whatever; and every person whoshall 
offend herein shall be deemed and adjudged guilty of a mis- 
demeanor. 

“S11. nd be it further enacted by the authority aforesaid, 
That no person shall by any means, device, sliit, or con- 
trivance whatsoever, receive or pay auy note or notes, bill 
or bills of the governor and company of the Bank of Eng- 
land for less than the amount of lawful money expressed 
therein, and to be thereby made payable, execpt ouly luw- 
ful discount on sueh note or bill as shall not be expressed 
to be payable on demand ; and every person whostali offend 
herein shall be deemed and adjudged guilty of a mi-de- 
meanor,’? 

“VI. Provided always, and be it further enacted, That 
this act shall continue and be in force to and until the 2iuh 
day of March, 1842, and no longer.”? (24th July, 1811.) 


‘Whereas an act passed in the filty-first year of the 
reign of his preseut Majesty entitled *An act for making 
more effectual provision for preventing the current gold 
coin of the realm trom being paid or accepted for agreater 
value than the current value of such coin; for preventing 
auy note or bill of the governor and company ot the Bank 
of England from being received for any smaller sum than 
the sum therein specified ; and for staying proceedings upon 
any distress by tender of such notes ;’? and whereas it is ex- 
pedient that the suid actshould be continued and amended 
and extendedto Ireland: 

* Be it therefore enacted by the King’s most excellent ma- 


jesty, byand with the advice and consent of the Lords spirit- 


ual and temporal, and Commons, in this ;.resent Parliament 
assembled, and by the authovily of the same, ‘That, trom and 
after the passing of this act, no person shall reecive or pay 
for any gold coin lawfully current within the United King 
dom any more in value, bevectity profit, or advantage than 
the true fawfsul value which such gold coi doth or shall by 
its denomination import, whether such value, benefit, prof 
it, or advantage be paid, made, or taken in lawtul moucy, 
or if paid or takeu in Great Britain in any note oar notes, 
bill or bills of the governor and company of the Bank of 
England, or in any silver token or tokeus issued by the said 
governor and company, or if paid or taken in Teeland in 
any note or notes, billor bills of the governor and comoany 
of the Bank of Ireland, or in any silver token or tokens 
issued by the said last-mentioned governor and company, 
or by any or all of the said means, wholly or partly, or by 
any other means, device, shift, or contrivance whatsoever ; 
and every person who shall offend herein shall be deemed 
and adjudged guilty of a misdemeanor, and being thereot 
convicted by due course of law, shall suffer six monthe? 
imprisonment, and find sureties for INs or her good beha- 
vior for one year more, to be computed from the end of the 
said six months; and if the same person shall alterwards 
be convicted a second time of the like offense, such person 
shall, for such second offense, suffer one year’s imprison 
ment, and find sureties tor his or her good behavior tor one 
year more, to be computed from the end of the said last. 
mentioned year; and if the same person shall afterwards 
offend against this act, and shall by due course of law be 
convicted of any subsequent offense, he or she shall be 
imprisoned for the term of two years for every such subse- 
quent offense. 

“IL. Aud be it hereby further enacted, That if any per 
son shall be couvicted of receiving or paying any such gold 
coin, eonatare to the said recited act or this act, and sliall 


| afterwards be guilty ofthe like offense, the clerk of the assize 


or clerk of the peace for the county, city, or place where 
such conviction was so bad, shall, at the request of the 
prosecutor or any other person on his Majesty’s behalf, cer 
tily such conviction, for which certificate two shillings and 
sixpence, and no more, shall be paid; and suc certificate 
being produced in court shall be sufficient proof of such 
former conviction.” 

“ V. And be it further enacted, That no person shall, by 
any means, device, shift, or contrivance whatsoever, re- 
ceive or pay in Great Britain any note or notes, bill or bills 
of the governor and comunpany of the Bank of England, or re- 
ceive or pay in Ireland any note or notes, bit or bills of 


than the amount of lawful money expressed therein, and to 
be thereby made payable, except only lawful discount on 
such note or bill as shall not be expressed to be payable on 
demand; and every person who sual) offend hereiushail be 
deemed and adjudged guilty of a misdemeanor, aud being 
convicted by due course of law shall be subject toa fine of 


il double the amount of the eum of money specified in such 
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bill or note, and made payable thereby, and shall suffer im 

prisonment for a time not exce eding two months,” 

“XI. Provided always, and be it further enacted, That this 
act shall continue and be in force toand until three months 
after the commencement of the next session of Parliament, 
and no tonger.”’? (Sth May, 1812.) 

An act to continue until the 25th day of March, 1814,an 
act of the last session of Parliament for making more ef- 
fectual provision for preventing the current gold coin of 
the realm from being paid or accepted for a greater value 
than the current value of such coin; for preventing any 
note or billof the governor and company ofthe Bank of 
England, or of the governor and company of the Bank of 
Ireland from being received for any smaller sum than the 
sum thercin specified; and for staying proceedings upon 
any distress by tender of such notes. (22d December, 
14)2.) 

* Whereas an act was made in the last session of Par 
lament entitied ‘An act to continue until three months 
after the commencement of the next session of Parliament 
and amend an act of the last session of Parliament tor mak 


ing more effectual provision for preventing the current gold 


coin of the realm from being paid or accepted for a greater 
value than the current value of such coin; for preventing 
any note or bill of the governor and company of the Bank 
of Engtand trom being received for any smaller sum than 
the sum therein specified ; and for staying proceedings upon 
any distress by tender of such notes; and to extend the 
same to freland;’ and whereas it is expedient that the 
said act should be continued : 

** Be it therefore enacted hy the King’s most excellent ma- 
jesty, by and u ith the advice and consent of the Lords spirit 
ual and temporal, and Commons, in this present Parliament 
assembled, and by authority of the same, That the said act 
shali be, and the same is hereby, continued until the 2oth 
day of March, 1614.” 

* An act to revive and continue, during the continuance of 
any act Imposing any restriction on the governor and 
company ofthe Bank of England with respect to payments 
in cash, an actof the fifty-second year of his present Ma- 
jesty, for making more effectual provision for preventing 
the current gold coin of the realm from being paid or ac 
cepted fora greater value than the current value of such 
coin; and for other purposes therein mentioned. (4th 
May, 1814.) 

* Whereas an act was made in the fifty-second year of 
his present Majesty entitied ‘An act to continue until three 
months after the commencement of the next session of 

*arliament and amend an act of the last session of Partia 
ment for making more effectual provision for preventing 
the current gold coin of the realm from being paid or ac 
cepted for a greater value than the current value of such 
coin; for preventing any note or bill of the governor and 
company of tre Bank of Engtand from being received for 
any smaller sum than the sum therein specified; and for 


staying proceedings upon any distress by tender of such | 


notes; and to extend the same to Treland;’ and whereas 
the said act was continued by an act of the last session of 
Parliament until the 25th day of March, 1814; and whereas 


that that measure in England was an entire cure 
of the evil which it sought to remove; for such is 
not history. But it was a great palliation of the 
evil; and instead of gold reaching 250, it stopped 
at the rate which it had attained, and when that 
law was made perpetual, gold sunk to six above 
par, and before long—eight years before the re- 
sumption of specie payments—it was but two and 


a half above par; and three or four years before || 
the resumption it was at par. Now, sir, I thought | 
it worthy of consideration whether a similar meas- || 


| ure might not have a similar effect here. 


| Certainly I should never have complained on | 


| my own account of the action of the House in 


| this matter; but I did deem it due to gentlemen | 


who acted with me, and whom I have seen assailed 
| in print for their vote on this subject, as beingan 
that the great statesmen of England introduced 
| these very provisions into a bill in 1811 as an ex- 
| periment, and found them to operate so well that 
they reénacted them in 1812, and again in 1813, 
and finally in 1814 made them perpetual. Those 
provisions might not have had the same effect 
here; but I thought it possible that they might, 
and | could think of no other means of reaching 
the evil. [have shown that my friends were jusu- 
| fied by their knowledge of history and legislauion, 
| by their acquaintance with the wisdom of the 
_ablest men that ever lived in England, in voting 
| against the summary execution of the bill which 


i 


| lingsabroad who are so profoundly foolish on most 
| things about which they write knew but little, and 


it is expedicnt that the said act should be revived and fur- | 


ther continued : 

** Be it therefore enacted by the King’s most excellent ma- 
jesty, by and with the advice and consent of the Lord’s spirit- 
ual and temporal, and Commons, in this present Parliament 
assembled, and by the authority of the same, That the said 
act shall be, and the same is hereby, revived from the said 
25th day of March, 1814, and be further continued from 
thence during the continuance of any act imposing any re 
striction on the governor and company of the Bank ot 
England with respect to payments in cash.”’ 

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. Speaker, I have asked 
for the reading of these acts, not for the purpose 
of making them the subject of any remarks of my 


there should remain in the minds of any portion 
of the House the idea that the bill which 
duced was a proposition to legislate without con- 
sideration and without. examination; was an ab- 
surd bill which was justly subject to the jeers of 
witlings out of Congress. My bill was formed 
precisely upon the principle of the acts of Parlia- 
ment Which have been read, adapting the provis- 
ions to the condition of this country. There 


were one or two amendments which I thought | 


ought to be made, more particularly to except the 
contracts of the Government from the operation 
of one of its provisions, 


that the bill should be referred to the Committee 


of Ways and Means for deliberate consideration. | 


Yet a hornets’ nest was stirred up about the gold- 
rooms; some of our friends here were stung, and 


acting without consideration, believing thata most | 


unheard-of measure had been introduced, they 
precipitately killed the bill, without a word of it 
being understood. 

Now, sir, I do not say that that bill, if passed, 
would have been effectual to cure the evils against 
which it was directed; but I thought the measure 
oe of consideration, inasmuch as the En- 
glish Parliament, under precisely similar circum- 


Hence, instead of pre- | 
suming to act upon my own judgment, | asked | 


| 





stances, in a most arduous and difficult war, had | 
four times enocted a bill of a similar nature, and | 
had continued it not only through the war, but | 
until 1823, the period of the resumption of specie | 
payments in Great Britain. Ido not say, sir, || wanted the proposition carefully revised. 


these acts for that, and nothing else; for I have 
no complaint to make of the action of the House. 
I did think, however, that it might be an act of 


benevolence to let the shallow sciolists know what | 


big fools they had made of themselves. They 
| may’ not learn anything, and I do not undertake 
to say that they will; but they have the oppor- 
tunity, 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 





this resolution, (for I have promised my friend 


But let it not be thought thatI intend to urge 
| 


| here to withdraw it,) or to press any future action | 


| on the subject by the House. I would not will- 
| ingly again throw my excellent friend from Maine 
| (Mr. Buatne] into convulsions, or the House igto 
| epileptic fits. No, sir; let it stand as it is; and, 
| in the mean time, let this conspiracy go on, mak- 
| ing sad havoc of the best interests of this nation, 
| compelling the poor man and the rich to pay 
| three prices for all the necessaries of life, com- 
| pelling the Government to pay three prices for all 
| its supplies and munitions of war, and swelling 


_ the amount of the public debt, while we sit here, 
| bound, helpless, trembling before the shoddy 


|| descendants of the sweat-cloth tribe of money- 
own, but to place before the House the facts, lest || y 
| Mr. BLAINE. 


intro- | 


changers who were scourged from the temple. 
Mr. Speaker, I desire to say 
a single word in correction of what has been said 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Ste- 
vens.}] I know that he did not intend to misrep- 
resent the facts, but on one important point his 
statements are inaccurate. 

The gentleman stated that the House had voted 
upon that resolution before it was printed, and 
before a single member had become acquainted 
with its provisions. I desire to call the attention 
of the gentleman to the fact that the Washington 
Chronicle of that morning contained the bill in 
full, and that in the brief remarks I had to make 
about it | read from the Chronicle several of its 
sections, among which were the following: 


**2. Thata dollar note issued by the Government, declared 
lawful money and legal tender, is declared of equal value 
for all purposes as gold and silver coin of like denomina- 
tion. 

‘¢ 3, That a contract made payable in coin may be payable 
in legal-tender United States notes, and that no difference 
in sale or value shall be allowed between them.’’ 





And I may remark here, somewhat parenthet- 
ically, that these provisions at once negatived and 
condemned the law of the United States requiring 
duties on imports to be paid in gold. 

Mr. STEVENS. I hope the gentleman from 
Maine will allow me to say a word. I have said 
wenene in my remarks that I believed my bill 
needed some amendment, and that for that pur- 
pose | wanted it to be referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. I stated explicitly that I 


| was then before the House, and that those wit- | 
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Mr. BLAINE. I presume the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania intended to correct those provis- 
ions. I only quote them now to show the crude 
character of the bill as originally introduced, and 


| to show the gentleman that the House understood 


it when it tabled the measure by so decisive a vote, 
In regard to the specific line of the gentleman’s 


argument to-day, let me say, Mr. Speaker, that | 


have read English history on this subject with dif- 
ferent conclusions from those so confidently ex- 
pressed by him. My impression is that the judg- 
ment of the British people, both contemporaneous 
and subsequent, was and is, that such prohibitory 
statutes as the gentleman has cited had no favorable 
effect upon the price of gold. Thatthey did not have 
a prejudicial and disastrous effect is due to the ex- 


| istence of other powerful causes in England, whose 


ignorant and unwitting one, that | should show | 


operation and effect were most beneficent. Those 
sauses for the decline and continued low price of 


| gold are found, sir, in the fact that the British 


—™ 


| as I have said, the gentleman named the 
| were learning but little wisdom either from history || 
|| or experience when they treated this subject in | 
| the manner in which they did. I have introduced | 


pees of gold. 








| Parliament raised by taxation half, and sometimes 
more than half, of the vast amount annually ex- 


pended in her gigantic struggle with Napoleon 


| Bonaparte; and British arms were at the same 


time blessed with a series of brilliant and deci- 
sive victories. Indeed, the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania himself, somewhat unconsciously per- 
haps, admits the whole force of my position on 
this point; for he states that eight years before 
the English people resumed specie payment, in 
1823, the premium on gold had fallen to a mere 
nominal rate. Yes, sir, I admit it; and I ask the 
gentleman what brought itthere? Unconsciously, 
recise 
date of the battle of Waterloo, and the British 
victory on that memorable field was the cause of 
gold ruling low in London in 1815. By the bat- 
tle of Waterloo England’s supremacy was estab- 
lished; she had broken and beaten all coalitions 
against her, and was confessedly mistress of land 
and sea. It was her proud military position and 
her resolute system of finance that thus raised 
the value of her bonds and brought down the 
It was not her prohibitory legis- 
ation at all; and no intelligent English historian 
has ever stated that it was. 

Let us, sir, imitate England in raising our 
credit by wise legislation here, and by continued 
victories in the field. If we could raise half of 
our expenses by taxation, and could add to our 
many triumphs on land and sea a Waterloo vic- 
tory over the hosts of the rebellion, we should 
need no such legislation as the gentleman has pro- 
posed to keep down the price of gold. When we 
reach that happy pegiod of final triumph the gen- 
tleman’s bill, if enacted, might prove harmless; 
but until then its manifest effect can be only in- 
jurious to the cause it seeks to serve. 

Mr. STEVENS. 1 did not rise to discuss the 
provisions of the bill. I have already disclaimed 
all such intention. The gentleman has therefore 
mistaken me,as he hasalso mistaken in-reference 
to the universal judgment of the British nation. 
I should like to know how the British debt reached 
£4,000,000,000 if one half was raised by taxes 
and one half by loans? I say that if we were 
raising by taxation the interest upon our public 
debt, and the world were satisfied of that fact, 
there would be no necessity of raising anything 
more by taxation of the people. Thatis not the 
difficulty. The confidence of the people in the 
Government remains unchanged. The difficulty 
is inthe Government being compelled to buy gold, 
and to go abroad to the gold gamblers, who say 
that they hold somuch money,and that the Govy- 
ernment shall not have it unless it pays a high 

remium for it. I will not go back to our legis- 
ation on the subject; but I feel that England never 
had so absurd a law as to pay one part in gold 
and another part in Bank of England notes. 

Mr. BLAINE. lLask the gentleman whether 
the bonds negotiated by England upon the Conti- 
nent were not payable in gold? 

Mr. STEVENS. I do not know. 

Mr. BLAINE. Every one of them negotiated 
upon the Continent was payable in gold, both 

rincipal and interest. Every one negotiated at the 

ague, at Frank fort-on-the-Maine, and elsewhere 

upon the Continent, was negotiated upon the gold 
basis exclusively. 

Mr. STEVENS. She, of course, could not 
pay their Bank of England notes. She had to 
borrow money, and they were themselves a loan. 
I know that Austria pursued the same course that 
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we have done, part payable in gold, and the rest | 
in paper,and that in consequence her paper money | 
stood, in 1828, justas ours does to-day, as 250 to 
100. Thatl know, for I have examined into the | 
subject. 

As I have said before, I do not rise up for any 
other purpose than to put my views on record, as 
I have done. 

Mr. BROOKS rose. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania withdraw his resolution? 

Mr. STEVENS. I have not heard what the 
gentleman from New York desires. , 

Mr. BROOKS, I want to speak five or six 
minutes. 

Mr. STEVENS. Then I will allow it to re- 
main before the House. 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Speaker, the position of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania,[Mr. Stevens, | 
not ouly before this House but before the coun- 
try, gives the highest importance to everything 
he does in reference to financial questions, more 
especially to the delicate relation of gold to paper 
money; and hence as the agitation he has created 
this morning is calculated to have effect upon an 
over-sensitive money market, he makes it neces- 
sary for us to correct any errors into which he | 
may have fallen. 

Mr. STEVENS, I have stated distinctly al- 
ready, at the beginning and close of my remarks, 
that I designed to have no action on the subject. 

Mr. BROOKS. lam glad of that. It affords 
some source of satisfaction. 

But, permit me to say, whileI am up, that when 
the gentleman alludes to the history of England 
us an example of financial action for us, he must 


ana 


take into consideration the difference which exists || 


between our currency and our continental position 
aud that of England, or else he will be led astray. 
In the history of British legislation on the subject 
of gold and paper he certainly finds precedents for 
the bad bill he here introduced, while he will find 
in France, throughout her revolutionary history, 
precedents which if followed here would be als 
destructive of currency, property, labor, and cap- 
ital. ‘The worst kind of anti-gold or paper laws 
are on the records of France, and the worst sort 
of laws as to legal tender, which I am sure the | 
gentleman from Pennsylvania would never ask 
this House toadopt. Neither British nor French 
financial precedents can be useful to us, save to 
warn us from the rocks on which they were often 
wrecked. 

And now, as to this history of England, there 
are three differences between us, which suggest 
themselves to me at the moment, and to which 
I ask the attention of the gentleman and of the 
House. The first is, that the notes of the Bank 
of England were accepted at the custom-houses 
and in the payment of duties throughout all Great 
Britain, making no unnecessary or extraordinary 
demand for gold, while here in this country a 
lively demand is constantly created by the action | 
of the Federal Government in making gold and 
silver alone receivable at the custom-houses. Our 
bank notesare refused, while the Bank of England 
notes, I repeat, paid all duties in any of the ports 
of England, Celshd. or Scotland, and then these 
became as good as gold or silver. 

Another great difference between us and Eng- 
land, and in consequence of which gold rises high 
here, while gold in England was low throughout 
the twenty odd years of the suspension of specie 
payment, was this great fact, that during all that 
time, or almostall of it, what is called the balance 
of trade was very decidedly in favor of England. 
England was the great export country. She had 
the carrying trade, more or less, throughout the 
whole world. The commerce of the earth was 
hers, while France, and other continental nations 
under French dominion, were altogether excluded 
therefrom. The manufactures of England were 
exported not only to Russia, and Austria, and 
Prussia, but throughout Spain and all the East. 
The consequence was, that during the greater part 
of the period of the suspension of specie pay- 
ment the whole world was more or less indebted 
to Great Britain, and gold was rushing into Eng- 
Jand to pey for her surplus manufactures and ex- 
ports. But that is not our history. I have not 
the figures before me this moment, but as near as | 
I can recollect the financial history of New York | 
for the past year (1864) made up to the Ist of | 
January, 1 am substantially accurate when I state | 
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that our imports and exports were two to one 
against us, reckoning in gold and silver, Our 


dry goods imports alone, freight and duty un- | 
added, were abouttwo hundred million dollars in | 


gold, and our exports only $100,000,000 in gold; 
so that any effort by law to forcibly regulate or 
control the market for gold, in view of the differ- 
ence of exchange and the balance of trade, would 


only exasperate an already over-sensitive mer- | 
cantile community, and raise the price of gold-| 


rather than assuage the demand, 
Another great difference between us and Great 
Britain, and this is the third, is, that throughout 


nearly the whole of those twenty odd years of | 


the suspension of specie payments the circula- 


tion of the Bank of England was limited almost, | 
and in some fair proportion, to the specie or bul- || 


lion in its vaults. The managers of the Bank of 
England, not always wise, very often unwise, 
were wise nevertheless inacurtailment of the cir- 


culation of the Bank of England notes as muck | 
as possible throughout that long period of suspen- || 


sion, while our policy from the beginning to the 
end has been an increase of the currency, an ex- 
pansion of the currency, and the creation and 
manufacture of paper money of all kinds and 
characters, in quantities unknown to the world 
since the days of John Law and of the French as- 
signats, 


The result of this excessive expansion | 


of the currency is that this is the dearest market | 
in the world to which things can be sent from | 


abroad for sale, and hence, as luxuries are tempted 
here by paper, gold must be sent abroad to pay 
for them. 

These are facts to which I wish to call the at- 
tention of the country, and the attention of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Stevens,! 


} 
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would but aggravate the very evil of which we all 
complain. 

Mr. STEVENS. I said when I was up before 
that [ would not enter into the merits of this 
question, although the country will doubtless be 
obliged to the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
Brooks] for having done so in his argument. 

I do not believe, however, that the high price 
of gold is a necessity of our position, It arises, 
I think, from our vicious legislation. But excuse 
me from rambling from the point before the House. 
As [told you before, I will not detain the House, 
but will withdraw my resolution after my col- 
league [Mr. Broomatt] has made what remarks 
he desires to submit 

Mr. BROOMALL. [I opposed the introduc- 
tion of this resolution upon the same principle 
that I opposed all such legislation at the last ses- 
sion, because I believe that while the action of 
Congress would not have the effect expected 
by my learned colleague, [Mr. Srevens,] yet it 
would have a mischievous effect by raising the 
price of the commodity which he proposes to 
lower by it. 

1 do not propose at this time to enter into any 


/argument upon this subject, but simply to say 


| that | have devoted some attention to this ques- 
' tion since the introduction of the gentleman’s first 


bill, and I intend to take the earliest opportunity 
of demonstrating to the House, as far as my fee- 
ble powers will allow, that the price of gold is 


justas much beyond the reach of Congress, so 


far as any lowering of it is concerned, with the 


| laws of trade operating in their present manner, 


| as would be the regulating of the courses of the 


to show what will be the effect of a gold bill like | 


his in this country, based upon any logic of facts 
derived from the Old World. 

Mr. STEVENS. The gentleman is arguing 
the main question, which I carefully avoided. 

Mr. BROOKS. Lunderstand that, but 1 want to 
show to the gentleman and to the country that the 
gold legislation of England would not be wise legis- 
lation here, and could not be wise legislation for a 


| country so differently situated as ours is, nor do 


I think it possible to ordain by statute law the | 


price of gold in this country. 


I do not believe | 


that any penal laws whatsoever of ours can reach | 
the dealers in gold. As I have before said in the | 


House and in another debate, gold next to God 
is omnipotent in the land, above all law, above 
all sovereigns, and far beyond the reach of this 
or any other Congress whatsoever. 
those attempts which were made in Great Britain 
to regulate the price of gold were made in vain, 
as has been said by the gentleman from Maine, 
{Mr. Buaine,] they had no practical effect what- 
soever over the people of England, or over the 
commerce of England, except to increave the value 
of gold and increase iilegal traffic to such an ex- 
tent that at one period the light guineas of Eng- 
land actually passed in public for more than the 
heavy guineas of England, in consequence of such 
legislation. 

Let me say to the honorable gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Stevens] that this high price 
of gold is a necessity of our position. I regret 
it; we all regret it; we all suffer from it. There 
is no consumer of any article whatsoever who 


does not pay the penalty of this high price of | 


gold. But inmy judgment no violent legislation, 
no threats of penal laws, will do aught but aggra- 
vate the price of gold, and increase the specula- 
tion. And if imprisonment, or even death, as was 
sometimes the case in France, are suspended over 
the speculators in gold, these transactions of com- 
merce would then be turned into the hands of some 
new species of man, like our bounty-jumpers, and 
needy, profligate, reckless men, without respons- 
ibility, who would demand and receive high 
premiums for the risks which they were encoun- 
tering in evading the law. Our true way to re- 
duce the price of gold is to stop the inflation of 
the currency. There is no other way,in my 
judgment, certainly none so effectual as that. 
However, I rose only from a misapprehension 
of the purpose of the honorable gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, (Mr. Srevens.} I probably should 
not have risen if I had known that he intended to 
press for no legislation. I rose only to express 
my objection to any violent attempt to legislate 


Indeed, all | 


| 


planets in their orbits. 1 intend to take that op- 

portunity, when it shall arise, to give my views 

upon the subject. ¢ 
Mr. STEVENS. I withdraw my resolution. 


MESSAGE FROM TILE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing was received from the 
President of the United States, through Mr. Hay, 
his Private Secretary; also a message announcing 
that he had approved and signed bills of the fol- 
lowing titles: 


An act (EH. R. No. 478) for the relief of Charles 


| M. Pott; 


An act (EH. R. No. 603) to extend the time al- 
lowed for the withdrawal of certain goods therein 
named from public stores; 

An act (H. R. No. 618) to amend the act enti- 
tled ** An act | provide internal revenue to sup- 
port the Government, to pay interest on mage 
lic debt, and for other purposes,’’ approved June 
30, 1864. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United 


| States: 
To the House of Representatives of the United States : 


1 herewith return to your honorable body, in which li 
originated, a “joint resolution to correct certain clerica 


| errors in the internal revenue act”? without my approval 


My reason for doing so is, that [ am informed that this 


| joint resolution was proposed during the last moments of 





against thie omnipotence of gold, by which we |! 


| @ bill for this purpose. 


the last session of Congress, for the purpose of correcting 
certain errors of reference in the internal revenue act, 
which were discovered on an examination of an official 
copy procured from the State Depanmenta few hours only 
betore the adjournment. It passed the House and went to 


| the Senate, where a vote was taken upon it; but, by some 


accident, it was not presented to the President of the Sen- 
ate for his signature. 

Since the adjournment of the last session of Congress, 
other errors of a kind similar to those which this resolution 
was designed to correct have been discovered in the law, 
and itis now thought most expedient to include all the 


| necessary corrections in one act or resolution. 


The attention of the proper committee of the House has, 
I am informed, been already directed to the preparation of 
ABRAHAM LINCOLN. 


Executive Mansion, January 5, 1865. 


The SPEAKER announced that the first ques- 
tion was upon reconsidering the vote by which 
the House passed the joint resolution referred to 
in the message of the President. 

The joint resolution was then read. 

On motion of Mr. STEVENS, the message of 
the President of the United States, together with 
the joint resolution, was referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. J 


MESSAGE FROM TILE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Forney, their Secretary, announcing that 
they had passed the House bill entitled ** An act 
making appropriations for the payment of invalid 
aud other pensions of the United States for the year 
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ending the 30th of June, 1866,”’ with an amend- || so long as it was peaceful, were compelled to take 


ment, in which they requested the concurrence of 
the House. 
PUBLIC BUILDINGS IN TERRITORIES. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour having 
expired, the next business in order is the consid- 
eration of House bill No, 342, making appropri- 
ations for public buildings in the Territories of 


Colorado, Nevada, Dakota, Idaho, Arizona, and | 


Montana, that bill having been postponed tll the 
19th of December, after the morning hour. 


Mr. RICE, of Maine. | move the further post- | 


ponement of that bill until the first Tuesday in 
February. 
The motion was agreed to, 


WRITS OF ERROR AND APPEALS. 

Mr. BOUTWELL, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill to facilitate judicial proceedings on 
writs oferrorand appeals; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 


PRESIDENTS MESSAGE. 
Mr. STEVENS. I movethatthe rules be sus- 


pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee ofthe Whole on the state of the Union, 


in order that we may resume the consideration of 


the President’s message. There are one or two 
gentlemen who desire to be heard on that subject, 
and | do not know that there will be any better 
opportunity. 

Mr. DAVIS, of New York. I ask the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania (Mr. Stevens] to yield 
for a few moments, 1 desire to move to take up 
House bill No. 622, returned from the Senate with 
amendments. 

Mr. STEVENS. 
purpose. 

The motion of Mr. Stevens was agreed to. 


I cannot give way for that 


|| body for the purpose of Christian burial. 


| nate brothers who fell into the hands of the en- 


So the rules were suspended; and the House || 


accordingly resolved itself into the Committee ot 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Don- 
NELLY in the chair,) and resumed the considera- 
tion of the President’s annual message. 

Mr. CRESWELL. Mr. Chairman, the result 
of the recent election expresses the deliberate pur- 
pose of the American people that slavery shall be 
abolished. Slowly and painfully, but yet surely, 
has the nation advanced to that determination. 

It was the settled conviction, often expressed, 
of a large majority of the framers of our Constitu- 
tion that slavery was an unmitigated evil, to be 
tolerated for a time only, that it might be the bet- 
ter abrogated. But in later times certain of the 
political priesthood, seduced by the Circean lures 
of a new deity, quarreled with an opinion which, 
however sound in morals and politics, must, they 
said, be denounced as false in principle, because 


it set at naught the craftof those who made silver | 


ehrines, and prevented the spread of the wor- 
ship of that great goddess whose snowy robes the 
‘zephyrs had wafied down from Jupiter. These 
new guides soon informed the country that an 
irresistible sense of duty compelled them to un- 


dertake the reform of an error so palpable and | 


mischievous, Selecting Whitney’s laborious in- 
vention as the emblem of the most advanced civil- 
ization, they inscribed thereon an epitome of their 
improved creed in these words: * Slavery is right 
and ordained of God. Whoever will not accept 
this faith is an infidel. Let him be accursed;”’ 
and when they had done so, much people cried 
with one voice for the space of many years, 
** Great is Cotton of South Carolina!”’ 
Vanquished by their fears; trembling lest harm 


might come to the Republic; willing to ‘ace any | 


system, however monstrous, if only the Union 
might be preserved, men everywhere gave way to 
the exactions of slavery, until it ruled with impe- 


rious sway Congress, court, and President alike, | 
and held at its beck and call all the power of a | 


mighty Government. But not content with its 
absolute authority; not content that it had con- 
quered in almost every struggle with freedém, and 
by sanction of law could stretch its iron scepter 
over half the States and all the Territories; in an 
hour big with the fate of the western world sla- 
very summoned its hosts to arms, hurled defiance 


lently boasted that b¥ the power of the sword it 


would soon plant its throne upon the ruins of the 
Republic. 


Thousands who would fain have spared slavery, | 


_ minds to the conclusion that it was folly to con- 











up arms for their country when slavery became 
belligerent; but even then they were unwilling 
that the monster, who had incited to * foul re- 
volt,”? should be unvailed. From every section 
of the land where loyalty still held sway, the cry 
at first went up, ** Down with treason and rebel- 
lion, but spare the institutions of the South;’’ and | 
when they said * institutions’? they meant sla- 
very. They had been solong accustomed to hear 
the ‘peculiar institution” lauded as altogether 
harmless and immaculate, that they would not 
believe that it could ever appear in any other garb 
than that of peacefulindustry. In their eyes the | 
slave, sitting in the ashes of his servitude, was | 
the **lares et penates’’ of every slave-owner’s 
household, and it was necessary to protect the 
‘right of property”’ in order to preserve the sanc- 
tity of the homes of **our southern brethren.” 
While thus fondly dreaming of conducting war 
upon strictly fraternal principles, the first Bull 
Run was fought and lost, and ‘our southern | 
brethren”? celebrated their triumph by making 
finger-rings and drinking-cups out of the bones of 
the Yankee barbarians whom they had slain in 
battle; and the chivalrous Beauregard, swaggering 
like any blatant bully beneath the doubtfal hon- 
ors of his accidental victory, could find in his sol- 
dier’s vocabulary no words but those of insult and 
brutality wherewith to respond to the simple re- 
quest of a heart-broken sister who had asked to 
be permitted to recover an honored brother’s dead 
Can | 
you recall an instance where a drop of water ora 
morsel of food was given to one of our u: fortu- 


emy on that field because he was a conservative 
and would save slavery? Did a single hero of all 
who were stricken down in the bloody battles 
before Richmond, or in the campaign of the sec- 
ond Bull Run, or at South Mountain, or Antie- 


kindness because of his moderation on the sub- 
ject of slavery? I venture to say,no. With the 
rebels nothing has been known but determined, | 
inveterate, revengeful, malignant, savage war. 
Their conduct, persisted in with every aggrava- 
tion of cruelty, at last forced the most unwilling 


tam, receive from a rebel foe one generous act of || 
| 


tinue the effort to put down armed rebellion by 
moral suasion. 

Satisfied that they were engaged in a struggle 
of life or death the people could no longer deny 
that if they would not be destroyed they must 
inflict every injury upon their enemy consistent | 
with the laws of war. The stern necessity of | 


| self-defense first secured a reluctant support to | 


the President’s proclamation of emancipation. 
Momentous considerations of political economy, 
morality, and religion, though fora Jong time held 


| themselves upon the public mind, and steadily | 


| widening and strengthening the grounds of op- 





position to slavery. After two years’ trial, such 
as nationsare rarely subjected to, the people have | 
risen toaclearer sense of their duty, and now | 
desire to dispel all legal doubts, and to make that | 
proclamation good for all time, and universal in its | 
application, by amendment of the Constitution. 

Whatever may have been heretofore our obli- | 
gations, express or implied, to tolerate slavery, 
and not to expose its true character, we are now 
absolved from all such obligations by its own | 
wickedness. Slavery’s oath of fealty to the Union | 
has been falsified by its treason. Weare no longer | 
bound to protect it from harm or shield it from | 
scrutiny. It is our foe, and in order that we may 
ascertain whether it can ever become our friend 
it is now our duty to lay bare its whole life and 
record. 

What, then,is slavery? The picture would be 
too crowded, were I to attempt to portray it as 
it has existed in al] the States of this Union. I 
shall speak only for Maryland, a slave State for 
more than two and a quarter centuries. Lama 
native of Maryland. I have lived all my days 
within her limits,and | hope when my appointed | 
time shall come to be buried beside my forefath- | 
| 


' | ers, who, for generations back, sleep upon her 
full in the face of the startled nation, and inso- 


bosom. I love my State as ardently as any man 
can love the spot of his nativity. I love her for 
much of her past history, to me a glorious record | 
of manly deeds and noble heroism, But more | 
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latter days, tempted, deceived, almost betrayed 
by some of her own most trusted sons, who, after 
making her drunk with passion, strove to lead her 
off into rebellion, and toarray her children, brother 
against brother, in deadly swife, yet | now have 
the glorious assurance that she has risen above 
these pernicious influences; that she has expelled 
her mischief, and purged ** off the baser fire vic- 
torious;”’ that, ** clothed and in her right mind,” 
though still pale and suffering from her wounds, 
self-inflicted in her terrible folly, she has come in 
good time to renew her faith once before plighted 
to the sacred covenant of our Constitution, and 
has told the story of her victory, thus: ‘* O Free. 
dom! I have abjured all association with the foul 
superstition of slavery. My sacrifice | now lay 
upon thy altar. Here are the chains which once 
held in bondage eighty-seven thousand human 
beings. I have stricken them off with my own 
hands, and throughout my fair domain there is 
not a being in the image of God who is not free.” 

Thus slavery in Maryland is of the past. Let 
our statutes and law reports, still uncleansed, tell 


| what it was. 


The Legislature by the act of 1715, chapter forty- 
four, section twenty-three, declared it to be the 
law “that all negroes and other slaves already 


_imported, or hereafter to be imported into this 


province, and all children now born or hereafter 
to be born of such negroes and slaves, shall be 
slaves during their natural lives;’’ and the Mary- 
iand Code, volume one, article sixty-six, section 
one, reaffirms thatdeclaration. The full import of 
thissimple provision is not seen until you are told 
that every negro was presumed to be astave; that 
no negro or mulatto was admitted as evidence in 
any matter depending in any court, or before any 
justice of the peace, where any white person was 
concerned; and that the fact of a negro’s going 
at large and acting as free, or not being claimed 


| by an owner, was not admissible as evidence of 


_ master. 


freedom. Nothing could relieve a negro from 


/any claim set up by a white person, unless he 
| could establish his freedom, or the freedom of his 
ancestor, by the grant or devise of his former 


owner. (Code, volume one, article thirty-seven, 
section one, and article sixty-six, section forty- 
two.) A slave could have no rights adverse to his 
He could neither sue personally nor by 
prochein ami, nor be sued, nor acquire any rights 
under a deed which either a court of law or equity 
couldenforce. Nor could he enter into any bind- 
ing contract with his master, (4 H.& J.507,9G. 
& J. 19.) The only standing which a negro, 
claimed as a slave, could have in any court of 
civil jurisdiction was as a petitioner for freedom; 
but even in that case he was such a Jegal nonen- 


| tity that he could not make an affidavit in support 
_of his prayer, while the most exclusive and arbi- 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


|| trary rules of evidence were brought to bear 
at bay, since then have been gradually forcing || i 


against him, so as to confine him to strict record 
proof, 

The master was absolute lord; the slave and the 
slave’s posterity were abject bondmen. The master 
had not only a right to the labor and service, but 
he had an absolute property in the flesh and blood 
and bones of his slave, and, if a female, of her 
issue, (Sutton rs. Crain, 10G.and J. 458.) Thus 


| a bequest for life of the use of a female siave veste d 


in the legatee a property in the issue, born during 
the existence of the life estate, for the life of such 
issue; and the issue of a female slave for a term 
of years, or for one year only, was a slave for 
life. The slave could sustain none of those re- 
lations which give life all its charms. He could 
not say my home, my father, my mother, my 
wife, my child, my body. It is for God to judge 
whether he could say my soul. The law pro- 
nounced him a chattel, and these are not the rights 
or attributes of chattels. 

To seek his freedom by flight made the slave a 
felon; and, as if to reward barbarity and place a 
premium on human blood, the slave-owners, when 
they made law in Maryland, wrote it down: 

“Tf any runaway slave shall resist the person who at- 
tempts to arrest him, and such slave happens to be slain for 
refusing to surrender himself, such killing shall be deemed 
justifiable ; and any slave so killed shail be paid for by the 
State, his value to be ascertained by two impartial and 
reputable men, not of kin to the owner, who shal! be ap- 
pointed by a justice of the peace, and sworn to value such 
slave at his fair value, and who shail certify their valua- 
tion to such justice, who shall certify such valuation, oath, 
and appointinent, to the comptroller, who shall thereupon 
issue Lis warrant to the treasurer to pay the same.’’°— Code, 


than all do I love her, because, though in these || vol. 1, art. 66, sec. 1. 


~s a hdc 


ae 


Sa acl ia ee 





* 
Fa 
Bi 
Bi 
EY 
i 
Dd 
Pj 





Pa sa cle aaa 


That provision stands upon the statute-book of 
Maryland to-day. The last Legislature refused 
to repeal it, because, they said, it was necessary 
to preserve the system. ‘* Thou shalt not kill,” 
thundered God from Sinai. Cursed, then, be the 
system that cannot endure save by wanton hom!- 
cide. It reads, ‘*and any slave so killed shall be 
paid for.”? Paid for by whom? By the slave- 
owners? No. 
of whom 503,000 were non-slaveholders and less 


than 14,000 were slaveholders. But patience! the 
This | 


last few months have changed all that. 


By all the people of Maryland, | 


famous section eleven of article sixty-six of the | 


Code of Public General Laws, which justified 


murder and extorted tribute from the despised me- | 


chanic and the toiling laborer to pay the wealthy 
slave-owner for the negro whom he, or his myr- 


midon, had happened to slay, has been deprived of | 


its death-dealing virus. It is no longer the law; 
it is but the shameful record of an overthrown 
tyranny. 


But from this galling servitude was there no | 


deliverance? 


singleness of heart as unto Christ; who had aided 
in supporting the burdens of the family; had felt 
all its sorrows, and shared in his humble way in 
all its joys; who had nursed the master’s children 
one by one, and had borne them ‘‘ on his back a 


thousand times;’’? who had fondly watched each | 
stalwart son as he grew up to man’s estate, and || 
gave him his blessing as he went out from the old | 


homestead into the battle of life; who had toiled 
on, adding to the master’s wealth from year to 
year until the gray hairs, gathering upon the tem- 


ples of master and slave alike (for time, like God, | 


has no respect of persons) had admonished them 
that their days of active life were almost num- 
bered—could not such a slave (and there are such, 
for | have seen them,) be granted his liberty? 
Could not he be made a freeman, and be allowed 
to sit in his own cabin during the evening of his 


and call it home? Such a question would have 
been deemed an insult in the days of our fathers. 
They were humane. ‘They made a law and con- 
firmed it over and over again, that the slave could 
bemanumitted. From the beginning of our State 
history, they were accustomed to grant freedom 
as the best of all gifts to the meritorious bondman. 
So liberal were they, that besides the freedmen, 
whom they prevailed upon to return to Africa 
and settle in the colony of Liberia, there were 
83,942 free colored peaghe still among us in 1860— 
a number almost equal to that of the slaves. - 

These free colored people, laborious and inof- 
fensive, peaceful and unobtrusive, with no polit- 
ical rights, yet yielding implicit obedience to the 


laws, which in turn secured them in their per- | 
suns and property—these people were marked | 


for destruction by these modern partisans of sla- 
very. They had determined that Maryland, in 
despite of all the honored traditions and Christian 
sentiments of her people, should be devoted to 
perpetual slavery, and that every interest, no 
matter how great or vital, that stood in the way 
of their designs, should be sacrificed. 
dominated everywhere, and at their bidding the 
Legislature passed an act of Assembly (13860, 
chapter two hundred and thirty-two,) presenting 
to the free colored population of the State the 
unrelenting alternative of banishment or slavery. 
So shocking to humanity, so horrible in its con- 
sequences, was this atrocious iniquity, that even 
they dared not attempt to enforce it without first 
securing the approval of a popular vote. To this 
end they submitted their scheme to the trial by 
ballot in eleven counties, and endeavored to cajole 
the honest masses into its support; but the people 
turned with loathing from a measure so utterly 


unjust, and recorded their condemnation of it by | 


overwhelming majorities. And so this infamous 
pane for the enslavement of all the free of a 
ielpless race failed, and failed signally. 

But the slave-owners did not abandon their 
purpose. Ten years before they had made a 
constitution for Maryland, into which they had 
incorporated these provisions, side by side: 

“The Legislature shall not pass any law abolishing the 
relation of master and slave as it now exists in this State.” 

“No person shall be imprisoned for debt.” 

With one hand they riveted still more strongly 
the shackles of the slave; with the other they 
opened the prison doors of the debtor. With one 


They 


Could not the faithful and devoted 
slave, who had been obedient unto his master in | 
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breath they declared that the white man never 
should be a slave, and with the next that the 
black man never should be a freeman. They 
abolished one relic of barbarism and perpetuated 


selves, for while they owned the negroes they 
owed the debts. 


Having, as they believed, secured slavery from 
the assaults of the people, who were becoming 


did not waste a thought upon the inconsistency 
which they had thus recorded. But when, in 1860, 


| groes had increased from 74,723 to 83,942, and that 
the slaves had decreased from 90,368 to 87,189, 
they saw that, if they would perpetuate theirsway, 
they must either cease selling the increase of their 
slaves to the South, or stop all manumissions. 
Once more in the history of slavery, humanity was 
| trampled under foot by avarice, and they chose, 

of course, the latter alternative. 


another; and in this they were working for them- | 


more and more in favor of emancipation, they | 


they found that during the last decade the free ne- | 


our Forthwith they | 
again invoked the aid of the Legislature, and that |! 


assembly, ever obedient to their summons, was | 


not slow to respond. 


the whole body of our statutes for months under 
the direction of their master, suddenly threw down 


clared by solemn legislative act contained the en- 


good that declaration, they repealed all laws and 
parts of laws not contained therein. When the 
people came to examine this grand treasure-house 
of legal lore, they found, under the heading Man- 
umission, printed in large letters, but very little 
of the old law left. Two sections only remained, 


|| of which the first said, ‘* No slave shall hence- 


| forth be manumitted,’’ and the second, * Any 


| free negro before the age of eighteen may become 
a slave for life.’’ 


vengeance. This was a piece of legislative pleas- 


his || antry that foreighty-seven thousand men, women, 
days, and gather his wifeand children about him | 


and children, converted all the future into eternal 
night. But they did not stop there. They for- 


laws making it criminal for any owner of aslave 


self, or for any person to make any contract with 


the business, and condemned the slave and all his 
posterity to interminable bondage, or starvation, 
under the penalty of death, if seen attempting to 
escape; and made every master, in spite of ( 


science, a slaveholder, living or dying. 
All this was done when slavery was omnipotent 


assemblies and courts of justice like death, and 
with its ‘mace petrific’’ remorselessly smote 
down into political obscurity every man who 
would not strangle the better instincts of his nature 
and applaud their merciless code as the perfection 
of wisdom and loving-kindness. Little did these 
conspirators against the human race think that 


of their own cherished system. 
retribution come, thathad they listened even in the 
hour of their imagined triumph they might have 
heard the quickening footsteps of outraged justice, 
at last tortured into action and forced to assume 
the part of the avenger, hurrying onward to in- 
terpose her sword between the pitiless and exact- 
ing master and his wretched and hopeless slave. 





The deliverer came, and at the sound of her || 
voice every shackle fell and the slave was trans- || 


formed into a freeman and a soldier. Ten thou- 
sand of Maryland’s black men have joined our 
armies. How worthily they have worn their uni- 


tified their joke by penalties, and passed other | 


to permit such slave to go at large, or hire him- | 


in Maryland, when it brooded over our legislative | 


w nd. This band of most skill- | 
ful political prestidigitators, after manipulating | 


to the people the present code, which they de- | 


tire revised statute law of the State; and to make | 


This was manumission with a | 


“ ae 7 | 
aslave for his services. ‘These provisions finished || 


the dic- | 
tates of his judgment or the stings of his con- | 


they were but God’s instruments for the downfall | 
So soon has the | 


form of blue and borne the standard of the Repub- | 
lic onward to the gates of death, let the stricken | 


Fort Gillmore answer. } 
need is what history, scorning to falsify, shall 
write down with her iron pen. 

If we inquire how could a Christian people be 
reconciled to a series of laws so cruel and despotic, 
the first answer that will suggest itself will be, 
slavery is profitable. Let us examine into that. 

Maryland has an area of 11,000 square miles, 
with unsurpassed advantages for commerce and 
manufactures, with an agreeable climate and fer- 
tile soil, with valuable mineral deposits and im- 


field of Olustee, and the war-blasted hills around | 
Petersburg, and the blood-baptized parapets of | 
The only eulogium they | 


mense supplies of timber, with ready access to | 
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the ocean, and with navigable stream@ traversing 
in almost ever$ direction her entire eastern and 
southern sections. She has the great bay of the 
Chesapeake, stretching its fall length from north 
to south. The Potomac river forms her southern 
boundary. She lies almost between the three 
great emporiums of the country, New York, 
Philadelphia, and Baltimore; the latter city being 
her own commercial center. Massachusetts, with 
a severef climate, a more sterile soil, and with 











_ commercial and manufacturing interests scarcely 


equal to those of Maryland, has an area of only 
7,250 square miles. In 1790 Maryland had a total 
population of 319,728, and Massachusetts of 
378,717, the difference being less than sixty thou- 
sand. But in the race of the next seventy years 
the old Bay State far outstripped “ My Whasy 
land.’? In 1860 Maryland had a population, the 
State over, of only 687,049, while Massachusetts 
could muster 1,231,066, and could fairly boast of 
more than double the wealth of Maryland. 
Compare New Jersey, with but three fifths of 
the area of Maryland, lying almost between the 
same parallels of latitude, with a territory almost 
contiguous, and a soil of like character and capa- 
city, with no great central city as a nucleus for 
her wealth and trade, and not relieved from the 
blighting influence of slavery until 1820; and it 
will appear, that though in 1790 New Jersey had 
a sapsidtlon of only 184,139, but little more than 


_half that of Maryland, yet in 1860 she made re- 


turns of 672,035 inhabitants, onl 


15,000 behind 
Maryland, and showed her wealth to be $467,- 


| 918,324, exceeding that of Maryland by more than 


one fourth. 
But itis unnecessary to make contrasts between 


| different States. Our own presents the most com- 


plete demonstration of the unprofitableness of sla- 
very. Freedom has for many years past been 
gradually gaining on slavery in Maryland. For 
the last decade our State has been substantial 
half freeand half slave. From thé counties north 
and west of the Patapsco and Sassafras rivers 
nearly all the slaves had disappeared, while al- 
most the entire slave population had been gathered 
to the south and east of those rivers, Down to 
the boundary line between slavery and freedom 
marched the conquering spirit of progress, carry- 
ing in her train the blessings of prosperity and 
industry, and there halted as peremptorily as 
though a fiend in the way had barred all further 
advance. 

The free counties contained in 1850, 980,147 
cultivated acres, while the slave counties had 
1,747,623; but the free lands were valued at 
$47,851,615, while the slave lands were worth 
only $41,779,616. ‘The farms in the slave coun- 
ties average 143 acres, and areeach worth $3,433. 
The free farms, averaging only 101 acres, were 
yet worth $4,935 each. ‘The free land was worth 


| $48, the slave land $23 per acre. 


| marked. 


3ut the inerease in population is still more 
Exclusive of Baltimore city, there was 
in 1790 in the seven free counties a population of 
105,457, which in 1860 had swelled to 232,301— 
an increase of one hundred and twenty per cent. 
The total population in the fourteen slave coun- 


| ties amounted in 1790 to 200,612, in 1860 to only 


242,330—an increase of only twenty percent. In 
seventy years the whole slave section had added 


| but 41,718 to its population, while in the same 
| time that of the entire free portion had increased 


25,693. It thus appears that the increment of 
population in the slave counties was much less 
than mighthave been expected from natural causes 
alone; and that if the increase throughout the 


State had been only in proportion te that of the 
| slave counties, our aggregate population in 1860 


would have been only 383,674 instead of 687,049. 
In 1860, the total foreign population of the State 


| was 77,536, of which about one third, to wit, 


24,248, was increase since 1850; but this immi- 
gration was confined almost exclusively to the 
free counties. In Cecil county, the only free 
county of the Eastern Shore, there were in 1860 
1,343 foreigners; in the other seven counties of 
the same shore, all being slave counties and con- 
taining together more than five times the popula- 
tion of Cecil, there were in all only 641 foreigners. 
Not only did slavery prohibit immigration, it did 
worse, It condemned our own native-born citi- 
zens to banishment. In 1860 there were 137,258 
native Marylanders living in the other States of 
the Union, while, on the other haud, we had re 
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ceived from the other States but 40,694, of whom 
by far thé larger part had se ttle dei the free « un- 
ties and Baltimore city, leav ing a deficit of 96,564. 

Why need we look further into the record: 
Figures always condemn slavery, and statistics 
are its irreconcilable foe. Travel through our Siate 
at your leisure and you will clearly see that sla- 
very has been a most ungrateful mistress for 
Maryland. It has wasted our resources, para- 
lyzed our industry, checked our growth in wealth, 
population, and all substantial interests, refused 
ingress to the intelligent and enterprising of other 
States and countries, and has even driven our own 
young men into exile. 
vanced at all we have done so in spite of slavery, 
and by driving it before us. And so it is every- 
where. Says Cochin: 


** This history of slavery knows no change. It is in all 
places, it has been at every epoch, an obstacle to the sys 
tematic peopling of the earth, an obstacle to the propaga 


tion of the gospel, an obstacle to the modest elevation of 


the inferior races, an obstacle to the progressive civilization 
of the superior races. The moralist calls it a crime, the 
historian and economist a scourge.’ 

But Maryland has been liberated from her ser- 
vitude of centuries, Her limbs, so long benumbed 
beneath the weight of an unendurable burden, are 
fast assuming the vigor of a new life. In the 
presence of treason and rebellion traditional pre- 
judices could no longer steep the minds of men in 
forgetfulness. Startled patriotism invoked the aid 
of rejigion and humanity, and, uniting in the dis- 
charge of a sacred duty, they totally destroyed 
every vestige of slavery. Our new constitution 
on the Ist day of November last decreed freedom, 
unrestricted, unconditional, uncompensated, ab- 
solute, and universal throughout the State. In 
cordial recognition of that glorious achievement 
the President has proclaimed to the world that 
** Maryland presents the example of complete suc- 
cess. Maryland is secure to liberty and Union 
for all the future. The genius of rebellion will 
no more claim Maryland. Like another foul 
spirit, being driven out it may seek to tear her, 
but will woo her no more.”’ 

Already she has begun to reap the advantages of 
emancipation, The worthy, the industrious, and 


the provident are hastening to sete among us. | 


To illustrate the practical effects of the change, I 
read the following extract from the Baltimore 
American of a late date: 


* One or THe Resuvrs.—The abolition of slavery in 
Maryland is being attended with the good results the friends 
of emancipation expected. A steady stream of emigrants 
from our sister States, particularly Pennsylvania, is pour- 
ing in upon us, now that ‘ free labor’ has become a sewed 
fact. In every county of the State large sales of land have 
taken place during the past two months, and the purchasers 
are men who intend to settle in our midst, and who do not 
purchase for the sake of speculation. The worn-out and 


hali-tilled tracts of the large slaveholder, in the hands of 


farmers who till their grounds by free labor—who encour 
age free schools, and all the accompaniments of free insti 
tutions—will soon place Maryland in the position among 
the free States that she should have oecupied long ago. 
The following, trom the Denton Union, published in Caro 
line county, isan indication of the revolution taking place : 

«Mr. James G. Redden has sold his farm nearthe town, 
containing near three hundred acres,to Mr. Jacob L. Zook, 
of Cumberland county, Pennsylvania, for 39,000. Lt is a 
healthy and desirable residence. 

“*Mr. Redden has also sold the “ Mansion Furm,” for- 
merly the residence of the late William Jones, near Ander- 
sontown, toMr, J. W. Cline, of Cumberland county, Penn- 
sylcania, but at what price we bave not learned. 

***Mr. Redden also sold his Burrsville farm, near the Del 
aware line, to Mr. Tobias Miller, of Cumberland county, 
Pennsylvania, containing one hundred acres, for 83,500." 

“We have always understood that the land in Caroline 
Is among the poorestin the State, and believe that the 
prices above specified are remarkably good. The Union, 
in commenting on the above sales, says: * We would ad 
vise all persons, whether residents here or elsewhere, who 


wish to purchase farms in this county, to do so speedily, | 


before the price of lands goes up. They are cheap at pres- 


ent, but how long they will remain so, now that Maryland | 


is a free State, no one can tell.” The Somerset Herald, in 
an extract which we published yesterday, says that ‘ more 
land is wanted; northerners continue to visit this county, 
[Somerset,] looking for farms.’ Weill may the President 
say that * the genius of rebellion will no more claim Mary- 
land.’ That day is gone forever.” 

We extend toall whoare anxious to better their 
condition a most cordial invitation to come and 
cast in their lot with us. We have no fears of 
the ** barbarous hordes”’ of the North. On the 
contrary we say ho! all Yankeedom, and every 


other land under the sun where a are taught, | 


and men practice, the lesson, that honest labor is 
not discreditable. Send down your hardy sons, 
and we will greet them right heartily. We waut 
your enterprise and capital, your strong arms, 
your courageous hearts, and your ever-active 


x 


| tution which they assert are insuperable. 
So far as we have ad- | 
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brains. Come on, then, Mr. Yankee, cheat us 
if you can; my word for it, you will not do so 
more than once. Weshall soon learn totake care 
of ourselves. Meanwhile we will receive you as 
equals, and take the chances ata bargain. But 
remember, we shall impose one condition, a vio- 
lation of which will work a perpetual forfeiture 
of all the rights and privileges ever granted you; 
that is, that you shall swear eternal hatred to 
slavery and to its offspring, the rebellion. 
Gentlemen of distinguished ability have urged 
objections against this amendment of the Consti- 
They 


exclaim, **Oh, the terrible change! You will 


| take these poor negroes from their comfortable 


homes, provided by the watchful care of their 


| masters with abundant supplies of all the neces- 


sarics of life, and cast them forth upon the world 
utterly destitute and naked. ‘They will perish.” 
I accept as genuiue the protestation that this ob- 
jection is prompted by an honest feeling of sym- 


‘pathy, and will endeavor to answer it as it de- 


serves. 

We must bear in mind that the negro race does 
not stand at as low a point in the estimation of 
the ethnologist as it did five years ago. At that 
time it was claimed that all experience in this 
country established the assertion that the negro 
could not exist without the watchful supervision 
of his master, and that the black race was a 


| necessary complement of the white race in the | 


southern States, the one furnishing the physical 
and the other the intellectual power. But waris 


| as subversive of theories as itis of mere physical 
| obstacles, and under its stern mandates life-long 
| convictions may be stormed as easily as military 
positions which before were deemed impregnable. | 


Who now will assert, in the face of the facts 


| transpiring everywhere, that the negro cannot be 


made a soldier? ‘That nonsense has been exploded 


by the rebels themselves, many of whom, and it 

| is said General Lee among them, now clamor for 
‘| a general arming of the slaves. 
it, well; men who have handled muskets do not | 


If they so order 


willingly become slaves; least of all will they 


| become again the slaves of masters whose cause, | 


when lost, they were armed to win; nor willthey 
win a cause which, if won, will reward their 
prowess with fetters. 
the negro will at the first opportunity rush into 


insurrection and every excess of barbarism? An- | 


swer me fairly—whro, since the negro has been 
permitted to bear arms, has been most distin- 
guished for the display of the Christian virtues 
in the field, the former slave or the former master? 
When you can prove against the negro soldier 
the horrible atrocities of Fort Pillow, Libby 
prison, Belle Isle, or Andersonville, 1 will grant 
you he is a savage,and should be banished from 
civilized life. 

1 do not derty but that in this great tempest of 
the social clements there may be in some locali- 
tics much suffering among the freedmen. So there 


has been perhaps to an equal amount among the | 


white refugees. The war has imposed many and 
appalling hardships. ‘They are already upon us. 
We must provide for them whether we adopt this 
amendment of the Constitution or not. But let 
peace be restored, revive the industrial pursuits, 


say to the negro, hereafter you shall work for hire, | 
and shall receive and appropriate your own wages; | 


and as sure as it is the law of God for the white 


/ man that truth is better than error, and freedom | 
| better than slavery, so will experience vindicate 


the same great principles for the black man. 

This point needs no elaboration. You must 
either permit the blacks to ve free or return them 
to bondage. Suppose you reénslave them after 
having enjoyed a taste of liberty, would they not 
suffer tentold more than if they remained free? 
Undoubtedly they would. 

In my own State the freedmen properly appre- 
ciate their position. In fact, the slaves, for the 
most part, knew beforehand from actual inter- 
course with those of their race previously manu- 
mitted what would be expected of them after 
their emancipation. I have heard no complaints 
of their idleness or dissipation. All of them with 
whom I have conversed seem to understand that, 


| they must work for an honest livelihood. They 


were never better behaved. Obedient, cheerful, 
and happy, they appear anxious by their good 


| conduct to reward the efforts of those who la- | i ’ 
|, bored to make them free. I regret nothing that || incident which came under my own observation. 


Who now will assert that | 
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I have done for them. On the contrary, | rejoice 
that | have been able to contribute to the restora. 
tion of the rightsof humanity toa dowan-troddey 
race. When passing along through life 1 e- 
counter these poor freedmen, and hear one of 
them say, ** Master, God bless you,”’ I feel none 
the worse that the prayer ofa fellow-mortal, black 
though he be, upon whom I have aided in con- 
ferring something more of happiness, has bee, 
| offered up in my behalf. 
The helplessness of the blacks used to be a fa. 


|, vorite topic of conversation among the slavehojd- 


ers of Maryland, but since emancipation has been 
in course of development very little has been 
heard from them on that subject. When Jef. 


|| Davis’s statesmanship had begun to bear fruit,and 


|a fearful suspicion had gradually dawned upon 
| the enlightened understanding of his followers, 
| that instead of making slavery supreme, he had 
| simply knocked out its brains and given its car- 
/cass to the dogs, fear made them tell the truth, 
and we then discovered that helplessness was 
_chargeable more to the masters than to the slaves, 


'|**Gracious Heaven!’’ they exclaimed, ‘if we 


| lose our slaves, how shail we getalong?) Why, 
| we never worked a day in our lives.’? And when 
|in the course of events the loyal white people of 
| Maryland for nearly three years had been march- 
| ing their fathers and sons and brothers to the 
war, many of them to return no more, and when 
at the board of almost every loyal family the 
place of some loved one could be filled only by 
the cherished memory of a gallant seldier who 
had nobly died for his country, those who had suf- 
fered thus, seeing the slave-owuers actually profit- 


\| ing by the searcity of white labor, began to ask, 


Why are not the burdens of this war made equal? 
Why are not the slaves put into the Army and 
allowed to fight?) At the mere asking of such 
grossly unconstitutional questions a wail went 
up from the slave-owners (excepta few, to whom 
all honor) that rentthe heavens. They cried out 


|| **Oh! spare us, spare us; our work is to be done, 


'| and our slaves mustdo it. Goon with the draft, 
| and letthe white men whoare unable to pay com- 
mutation go to the war.”’ But notwithstanding 


|| these most affecting entreaties, the able-bodied 


male slaves nearly all volunteered. After they 
|| had gone the owners were indiscreet enough to 
|| complain, because, as they said, all the strong 
men having been taken they would be taxed 
with the support of the women and children, the 
helpless and infirm, and they piteously asked to 
be relieved from so much unrequited expense 
and care. This alleged grievance coming to the 
|| ears of one having the power to remedy it, he at 
once made it known that he would relieve the 
owners from the charge of all the negroes whom 
they were unwilling to retain, and would provide 
for their transportation by sending a steamer to 
any accessible point that might be designated. 
|| Strange to relate, not one application was made 
|| for transportation. ‘There was an instantaneous 
conversion of all who before complained; and 
like good Christians they forth with acknowledged 
the obligation resting upon them to protect and 
provide for the imbecile creatures over whom 
|| Providence had placed them. But the most lu- 
dicrous refutation of all such complaints was given 
the other day. Even before the election for the 
adoption of the constitution had been held, the 
slave-owners, profiting by the signs of the times, 
began to ransack the statutes of the State in search 
of some legal device that would enable them to se- 
cure for a few years more the services of the in- 
fant slaves. Scarcely had they fished up an old 
apprentice law, which the lawyers told them 
would answer their purpose, when lo! and behold, 
they gathered up the little darkeys of both sexes 
and crowded them into all conceivable kinds of 
vehicles until they looked like over-populous 
nests of blackbirds, and then conveyed them with 
all possible haste before the orphans’ courts and 
had them bound out to their former masters. 
Many of the owners, although the result of the 
election was then unknown, actually manumitted 
the children before the lst of November, and had 
them bound immediately in order that they might 
deprive their parents, who were still slaves, of 
the right of being consulted after their emancipa- 








|| tion as to the disposition of their own offspring. 
| You will not wonder at my confidence in the 


| 


improvement of the negro race when I relate an 
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Our struggle for emancipation was fierce and 
closely contested. For along time the result was 
in doubt. The soldiers’ vote finally settled it in 
our favor by a majority of less than four hundred; 


but the advocates of slavery, unwilling, though | 


fairly beaten, to surrender a field which they had 
held so long without dispute, did their utmost, 
afier the election, to defeat the voice of the people, 
by a resort to protests, and injunctions, and writs 
of mandamus, and ial 2 other device which the 
ingenuity of counsel could invent. The Govern- 
or’s proclamation, declaring the triumph of the 
friends of freedom, in spite of rebel votes and the 
‘**law’s delay,” did not reach the southern section 
of the State until Monday, the 31st October, when 
a steamer from Baltimore brought the official docu- 
ment. A Union meeting was held that day at 
Cambridge, in Dorchester county, at which it was 
made known, to the infinite disgust of every faith- 
ful follower of Jeff. Davis, that the nextday would 
see Maryland a free State. I know not how the 
word passed; I saw no flashing beacon,nor flaming 
brand, nor speeding courier; but as I traveled in 
open carriage that night to fill an appointment 
next day, more than fifty miles away, it seemed 
as if the very air had borne the glad tidings be- 
fore me. All Africa was abroad; some on horse- 
back, some in wagons, but nearly all on foot, 
moving along, singing and joyful. When, later 
in the night, | was journeying wearily through the 
sighing pines, my curiosity was excited by the 
fact that ever and anon a bright light would sud- 
denly burst upon me. Knowing that country peo- 
ple were usually at that hour a-bed, these lights 
were a mystery tome. Turningtomy companion, 
laskedanexplanation. He replied, ‘* The lights 
you see are at the meeting-houses of the negroes, 
who have met for the purpose of holding watch- 
meetings to welcome in the Ist of November.”’ 
The mystery was Eneee The negroes had 
assembled at midnight, in their rude churches, 
hastily built by the roadside, in the woods, or 
down at the marshes, to watch for the advent of 
their day of jubilee, in order that they might re- 
ceive their earliest experience of Heaven’s price- 
less gift to man—thrice-blessed liberty—while on 
their knees before the Father of all. Surely,a 
people who will thus dedicate the first moments 
of their freedom to God are worthy to be free. 

But it has been urged with great earnestness 
that it is not within the scope of constitutional 
amendment to interfere with the domestic institu- 
tions of a State; and that in no event should sla- 
very be abolished without compensation. That the 
Convention which framed the Constitution did 
not sustain either branch of this objection will 
not remain in controversy if we but refer to the 
debates of that body. 


On the 8th September, 1787, Mr. Madison 
moved to postpone the consideration of the prop- 
osition then pending, in order to take up the fol- 
lowing: 

‘The Legisla:ure of the United States, whenever two 
thirds of both Houses shall deem necessary, or on the ap- 
plication of two thirds of the Legislatures of the several 
States, shall propose amendments to this Constitution, which 
shall be valid, to all intents and purposes, as part thereof, 
when the same shall have been ratified by three fourths, at 
least, of the Legislatures of the several States, or by conven- 
tions in three fourths thereof, as one or the other mode of 
ratification may be proposed by the Legislature of the Uni- 


ted States.” 

This is the same as the text of the main clause 
of article five, with an amendment afterward in- 
troduced, so as to require a convention on appli- 
cation of two thirds of the States, and with a few 
merely verbal amendments. 

Mr. Hamilton seconded the motion, so that it 
was supported in the beginning by two of the 
clearest minds of the Convention. 

Mr. Rutledge said he never could agree to give 
a power by which the articles relating to slaves 
might be altered by the States not interested in 
that property and prejudiced against it. In order 


to obviate this objection, the first proviso was 
added, in these words: 


* Provided, That no amendment which may be made | 


prior to the year 1808 shall in any manner affect the first 
and fourth clauses of the ninth section of the first article.”’ 
It will be observed that by its own terms this 
proviso ceased to operate after 1808. 
_ When the same article again came up for con- 
sideration, on the 15th September, Mr. Sherman 
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|| justice if the people shall choose to exercise their | 


carried without a dissenting voice. 
| proviso, mark you, differed from Mr. Sherman’s 


| tion to impose upon the power of amendment a 


| than by citing the ever-memorable remark of Mr. 


| property in men.”’ 


| inference justified when the further fact is con- 


propriety can any slaveholder ask for compensa- 


| people of the United States in accordance with the 
| forms prescribed to prohibit human bondage. || 


favor of the States importing slaves should be extended 


so as to provide that no State shuld be affected in 
its internal police, or deprived of its equality in 
the Senate; and he forthwith moved to add the 
following, as a further proviso: 


That no State shall, without its consent, he affected in 
its internal police or deprived of its equal suffrage in the 


Senate.” 

Whereupon Mr. Madison said, ** Begin with 
these special provisos, and every State will insist 
on them for its boundaries, exports, &c.’’ The 
motion of Mr. Sherman was then negatived by a 
vote of three States to eight. Mr. Sherman then | 
moved to strike out the article altogether, but this 
was negatived by a vote of two States to eight, 
and one divided. It was then that, on motion of 
Mr. Gouverneur Morris, the second proviso, 
*‘that no State, without its consent, shall be de- 
prived of its equal suffrage in the Senate,’’ was 
This second 


proposition in this only, thatit omitted the words 
** be affected in its internal police.’’ 
Now, here is an express refusal by the Conven- 


restriction that would have exempted the ‘ in- 
ternal police’’ of a State from its operation. The 
restriction was asked for as a concession to sla- 
very, was opposed by Mr. Madison, and was 
voted down largely. It cannot be said that the 
South did not then desire some security in the 
Constitution against emancipation; for Mr. Pinck- 
ney, on three occasions, asked for just such a 
provision; and it was frequently urged by Mr. 
Rutledge, and others, that North Carolina, South 
Carolina, and Georgia, would demand even more, 
and would never agree to the Constitution unless 
their right to import slaves be untouched. In re- 
gard to all which demands and threats-the senti- 
mentof the Convention could not be better shown 


Madison that ‘*he thought it wrong to admit 
in the Constitution the idea that there could be 
(Elligt’s Debates, volume 5, | 
pages 357, 457, 478, 487, 531,and 551.) tis but 
fair to infer from the admitted opposition ofa large 
majority of the framers of the Constitution to 
slavery that they intended that the country should 
ultimately get rid of that evil by a resort to the 
power of amendment, and more especially is that 


sidered, that the Convention actually refused to 
except ‘*the internal police of the States’? from 
the operation of the clause of amendment. 

If, then, the power of amendment extends to 
the abolition of slavery, and that it does is too 
clear to admit of a suspicion of a doubt, with what 


tion? ‘They entered the Union witha full know!l- 
edge of the existence of that powey, and they held 
their slaves afterward subject to the rig ht of the 





How then can the slaveholders complain of in- 


notorious privilege of amendment? Butthecase | 


| is infinitely worse when we advert to the many | 





it 


said he thought it reasonable that the proviso in 


| meant that we shall load our already heavily bur- | 


efforts at conciliation made in the beginning of | 
the rebellion, and find that before the insolence of 
the slave power had culminated in actual war the 
Congress proposed, by the necessary majority, 
an amendment to the Casiohetians of the States, 
whereby the people were to be deprived of all | 
power of interference with slavery in the States | 


| by amendmént of the Constitution of the United 


States, and that this proposition, which, if ac- 
cepted, would have been a perpetual guarantee, 
was scornfully rejected. Nothing would satisfy 
the propagandists of slavery but war, terrible war. | 
And now, after the nation has been compelled in | 
defense of its life to expend its treasure by thou- | 
sands of millions, and sacrifice hundreds of its 

best and bravest on almost every hill-top and in | 
almost every valley of the South, whoisso craven | 
as to speak of compensation for slaves when their 
emancipation was made necessary by the rebellion 


I have heard it said of the rebels, ‘* Woo them | 


j 
j 
j 
| 
it 
j 
| 
} 


with gifts. Pay them for their losses.” Is it 


| dened constituents with one more subsidy that | 


defeated traitors may not suffer the penalties of 
their own acts? Is it meant that we shall charm | 


i 








|} and man. 


| would exterminate treason. 


| disunion. 


| of the Union. 
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them back to loyalty by paying them the money 
of a people wifom in striving to ruin 7 have 


ruined themselves? I would rather say with King 
Henry of Bolingbroke, 


‘Shall our coffers then 
Be emptied, to redeem a traitor home ? 
Shall we buy treason? and indent with foes, 
When they have lost and forfeited themselves ¢ 
No, on the barren mountains let them starve}; 
For [ shall never hold that man my friend, 
Whose tongue shall ask me for one penny cost 
‘To ransom home revolted” [Davis and his crew.] 


Who is so weak as to believe that the rebels 
can be appeased by concessions to slavery, or that 
the war can be ended otherwise than by destroy- 
ing their military power? Have they ever given us 
reason to entertain any such expectations’? Their 
president, their congress, the chiefs of their armies, 
all of their officials, high or low, who have 
spoken upon the subject, have always insisted 
that they will tolerate but one plan of adjustment, 
namely, that which provides for separation and 
Where is the evidence that the rebels 
will stop the war and return to the Union if we 
will not destroy slavery? I challenge its pro- 


| duction. It nowhere exists. The issue is sharply 


defined between the rebellion and the United 
States. On the one side is disunion for the sake 
of slavery; on the other is freedom for the sake 
In the beginning of the war the 
rebels, to justify their resort to arms, seized the 
priestess of prophecy, and compelled her to adopt 
the sentiment that the Union could not continue 
with the States part slave and part free. They 
construed the words literally, and then, by their 
own voluntary acts, verified the prophecy as they 
interpreted it. They have demonstrated that the 
conflicting systems of free and slave labor can- 


| not be reconciled under a republican form of gov- 


ernment, but rather that they will develop into 


| political antipathies, which will ultimately, like 
| smoldering, but inextinguishable fires, burst into 


the full blaze of civil war. 

Others may doubt and fear, but I believe that 
slavery isdoomed. In my judgment, if the people 
of the southern confederacy, so called, were made 
independent to-morrow they could not preserve 
their favorite institution. If this Congress were 
to prontise to protect it for them,could that prom- 
ise be redeemed? Could you ever again enforce 
a fugitive slave law? No human power can again 


| so far stifle the voice of nature as to hush into 


submission the denunciations of slavery, which 
rise like exhalations from all parts of the land. 
Civilization everywhere speaks for liberty. Rus- 
sia, by her grand act of emancipation, has ban- 
ished serfdom from Europe. England, France, 
Denmark, Sweden, Holland, and Portugal, have 
all crossed the ocean to liberate the bondman. 
Less than seven millions of slaves remain within 
the bounds of.Christendom; and for four millions 
of these we stand responsible in the sight of God 
Knowing all this, the enlightened, de- 
termined, and irrepressible sentiment of the nation 
cries aloud, ‘* Away withslavery, away with sla- 
very !’’ So long as we hesitate and delay this 
great work we can have no peace. Whether we 
would or not, we must establish freedom if we 
Events have left us 


no choice. The people have learned their duty, 


|, crusade for country and for freedom. 
of their masters? | 
| 


! 
j 


and have instructed us accordingly. Let us do 
our part,and,as their heralds, proclaim universal 
freedom. Having thus declared a policy, plain, 
but imperishable, our armies, while winning a 
glorious and enduring peace, will secure by the 
same crowning victories the enfranchisement of 
the human race, and so brighten the future with 
blessings for the oppressed and enslaved of all the 
earth, that posterity, amazed at the magnitude 
of their achievements, will record that as they 
marched, 
“ High in front advanced, 

The brandished sword of God before them blazed 

Fierce as a comet.”’ 

‘*The brandished sword of God?’ ay, ‘the 
brandished sword of God!’”? He has led this holy 
When men 
despaired because they could discover no solution 
of the dreadful enigma which slavery propounded; 
when even the churches quailed before it and pres- 
tituted the Bible to the propitiation of the monster, 
God came to the rescue, and solved the riddle by 
destroying the sphinx. If God is nowhere else 
recognized in the Constitution, nevertheless He 
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will apeak in every word of thisamendment. His 

rovidence has nursed it into being. Out of the 
re discipline of civil war He has evoked and 
made intelligible toallmenathoughtdivine, which 
will ever serve as a guiding inspiration for the na- 
tion in its toilaome search to discover by the lights 
of experience the true philosophy of free govern- 
ment. Therefore, when peace shall again reign 
with unbroken sway from ocean to ocean and 
from the lakes to the gulf, and freedom, no longer 
vexed by the sight of a slave, shall sanctify to 
perfect fruition the inestimable fruits of labor, 
then, mindful of their great deliverance, let all the 
people, as they emerge from the stormy waters 
and tread again the dry land, join in the song of 
him who aforetime led his brethren out of boud- 
age: 





A 


“ Who is like unto Thee, O Lord, among the gods? who 
is like Thee, glorious in holiness, tearful in praises, doing 
wonders?” 

“Thou in Thy mercy hast led forth the people which 
Thou hast redeemed: Thou hast guided them in ‘Thy 
strength unto Thy holy habitation.”’ 


Mr. STEVENS. Mr. Chairman, I beg leave 
to detain the House but ten minutes. If 1 hada 
speech to make I should have too much prudence 
to deliver it until the eloquence of the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. Creswe ct] had ceased ring- 
ing in our ears. But I wish to say a few words 
upon the President’s message. Itis brief, (a great | 
virtue in public documents,) it treats of subjects 
of deep importance, not only to this nation but to 
the whole family of man. I do not think Iam 
extravagant when I say that it is the most im- 
portant and best message that has been commu- 
nicated to Congress for the last sixty years. The 
style of an executive document is not always ex- 
pected to be of the highest order, but is often crit- 
icised by a carping Opposition. Although the 
President has never made much pretension to a 
polished education, yet I nowhere see the least 
fault found with the composition of his late mes- 
sage. Sodeeply was he impressed with the great- 
ness of his subject, so free from that vain-glorious 
and selfish ambition that leads to an inflated and 
vicious taste, that he expressed his ideas in the 
purest and simplest English, which, in my judg- 
ment, is hardly surpassed by the happiest efforts 
of Addison. This, however, is of but little im- 
portance compared with its principles. 


The gentleman from New York [Mr. Brooks] 1] 


condemns two positions taken by the President. 
I shall not attempt to answer his elaborate speech, 
so full of literary and historic allusions, which in 
superficial scholars might look like pedantry, but 
in the learned gentleman are but the natural and 
graceful overflow of a well-stored mind, 

The two topics which he condemns are, first, | 
that the war must go on without seeking negoti- 
ation; and second, that the war must continue 
until slavery is abolished throughout the United 
States. 

[think the gentleman will find but few loyal 
men who will agree with him that this Govern- 
ment should sue for peace. For it must be re- 
membered that very few of those who voted for 
General McClellan were peace men. A few very | 
respectable members of the Democratic party were 
desirous thatthe North should submit rather than 
continue this civil strife. Mr. Vallandigham was | 
among the most prominent of that class. What- 
ever may be said of him now, I have always 
looked upon him as among the most able, sincere, 
and gentlemanly of his party; yet when he lately 
ran for office in his own State the people almost 
unanimously deserted him. What could have 
left my excellent and able colleagues on the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means so far behind the dis- 
tance-pole at the late election? Their personal 
accomplishments and high characters deserved a 
better fate. But so hateful (to the people) was | 
the cowardly suggestion that we should lay down | 
our arms to armed rebels, that even their virtues 
did not save them from the overwhelming con- 
demnation of the people. And yet when the in- | 
telligent electors of the nation so gloriously and | 
bravely determined that there should be no com- | 
peossige with armed traitors, the gentleman from 

ew York condemns the President because he | 


did not disregard that instruction and seek rec- | 
onciliation with parricides and rebels. 
Sir, [ give the President all honor for his course 
on this question, 


| 


Never had a man to decide so | 


important a question under such difficulties. He 
was obliged to decide it for himself, not only un- 
aided, but in the midst of the most distracting 
counsels. 1am disclosing no secret when I state 
that his Cabinet has never been a unit. He could 
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receive no aid from them; and I am mortified to || 
be obliged to say that elsewhere, where he hada 


right to expect wise suggestions, he found noth- 


ing but timidity, hesitancy, and moral cowardice. || 
| From the moment the great victory was known, | 
| while salvos of cannon were proclaiming to the 


world the virtue and firmness of the people, the 
controlling journals of the party, and able gentle- 
men whose standing seemed to justify them in 
tendering their advice, joined in urging the Pres- 
ident to pursue the very course which the gentle- 


EK. 
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Our laws regulating the Army and Navy are uni. 
form. Our national bankrupt laws reach over tly 
whole Union, and annihilate any opposing Stat, 
bankrupt law. The Constitution itself provides 
for its ownamendment. There is no subject wir) 
reference to which it cannot be amended. If, 
then, the amendment recommended by the Presj- 
dent, and supported by the Republican party, 
abolishing and forever prohibiting slavery with, 
the Republic should prevail, what is there to pre- 
vent its operating uniformly over every Stute? 
The local laws, where not controlled by the para- 
mount Constitution, would still exist. It will take 


sharp eyes to see anything in the historical cases 


man from New York now condemns him for not |! 


doing. 


It is easy to see what perplexities surrounded 


him. ‘The peace party of copperheads, and the 


Chicago convention before the election, and his | 
own leading friends after the election, all beseech- | 


ine him to humble the nation before defiant trai- 
tors and ask acompromise. He took counsel of 
his own wiser judgment, stood firmly erect, and 
saved the nation fromdisgrace. There never was 


a day since Abraham Lincoln was elected Presi- | 


dent that he stood so high, or deserved to stand 


so high in the estimation of the people as at this | 
moment. For purity of heartand firmness of char- || 


acter he would compare well with the best of the 
conscript fathers. But the chief anxiety of the 
gentleman is to save from destruction the darling 


institution of the Democratic party, the institution | 
of human bondage. The gentleman condemns the 


President’s determination to insist on the aban- 
donment of slavery. 
In this every man of real humanity and justice 


| throughout the whole world will differ with the 


gentleman, and posterity will record their abhor- 
rence of his doctrines in impartial history. 
There was a time in our history when the gen- 


| tleman might excuse himself for protecting slavery 


by the provisions of the Constitution. But as 
war, declared by the rebel belligerent, has abro- 
gated that obligation, and broken the ligament 
that ticd us to that infamous institution, he can 
have no excuse, no palliation for his defense of 


|it but his innate love of its horrid principles. 





| geneity among its inhabitants. 


| And yet the gentleman has exhausted the stores 
of ancient and modern history, sacred and pro- | 


fane, in its defense. 

He declares its extinction impossible, and says 
that no nation ever attempted to produce homo- 
He tells us that 
neither Rome nor Greece, neither the Achzan 
league, nor any other confederate nation, found 
homogeneity possible, and hence itis not possible 
here. 

If the —— means by homogeneity that 
allthe people mist be of one race, then he is right. 
Confederations are supposed to be of different 
tribes and languages. But Rome did not hesitate 


to incorporate conquered nations among her own | 


citizens. 
wives. 

transported the inhabitants to Rome, but colo- 
nized the conquered country. But the question of 
homogeneity has nothing to do with the abolition 
of slavery. If the gentleman had shown that con- 
federationscould have no uniform laws operating 


She seized the Sabine women for their 


over all their members, he would have argued to | 


the point. This is a question of the wniformity 
of national laws operating over the whole repub- 
lic. If our national organic law be so improved 
as to exclude slavery from the nation, what is 
there to prevent its uniformity throughout the 
tepublic? When the assembly of the Achzan 
league passed a law, it bound every member 
of the confederation. When the Amphictyonic 
council decreed, it pervaded every State within 
its jurisdiction. When the Swiss council pass 
laws, they operate equally through every canton. 
In all of these cases the municipal laws of each 
menfber of the confederacy remained, except 
where they were in conflict with the national law. 
In our Republic we have laws acting uniformly 
over every State. Where they are in conflict 
with the local municipal laws, the latter must give 
way. In all things else the States are supreme. 
Our revenue laws are uniform—the same in 
South Carolina as in Massachusetts; and any ad- 
verse municipal law of the State would be void. 


When she conquered Alba she not only | 








cited by the gentleman that militates against the 
possibility or feasibility of such a homogeneity, if 
the gentleman calls it by thatname. Uniformity 
in the laws relative to slavery is all that is ask d. 
that is rendered impossible only by the sturdy 
defense which the gentleman and his associates 
make for the most inhuman and now the most 
despised of human villainies. The gentleman 
wishes the war to cease; so do we all. There is 
one way by which the gentleman and his friends 
can end it. 

y Those who believe that a righteous Providence 
punishes nations for national sins believe that 
this terrible plague is brought upon us as a pun- 
ishment for our oppression of a harmless race of 
men inflicted without cause and without excuse 
for ages. Lacceptthis belief; for l remember that 


| an ancient despot, not so cruel as this Republic, 


held a people in bondage—a bondage much lighter 
than American slavery; that the Lord ordered 
him to liberate them. He refused. His whole 
people were punished. Plague after plague was 


| sentupon the land until the seventh slew the first- 
| born of every houschold; nor did they cease until 








the tyrant ‘let the people go.”” We have suffered 
more than all the plagues of Egypt; more than 


| the first-born of every household has been taken, 
| We still harden our hearts and refuse to let the 
| people go. 


The scourge still continues, nor do 
I expect it to cease until we obey the high behest 
of the Fatherof men. We are aboutto have an- 
other opportunity to obey this command. We 


| are about to ascertain the national will by another 


vote to amend the Constitution. If gentlemen 
opposite will yield to the voice of God and hu- 
manity and vote for it, | verily believe the sword 
of the destroying angel will be stayed and this 
people be reunited. If we still harden our hearts 
and blood must still flow, may the ghosts of the 


| slaughtered victims sit heavily upon the souls of 
| those who cause it. 
| look back from a future world and know what 


If it were given to man to 


posterity will say of them, I fear the gentleman 


| from New York, when he has gone hence and left 


nothing but his fame behind, would blush at the 
record which impartial history will make on this 
subject. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, this debate has 


| been confined hitherto to the other side. | dislike 


to interrupt its fraternal tone; nor shall I call 
attention to questions thatare foregone, discussed, 
and disposed of in the late election. But after 
the remarks of gentlemen something should be 
heard from this side of the Chamber. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ste- 
veNns] follows the example of the President in his 
message; he makes an earnest appeal to us of this 
side to vote for the constitutional amendment 
abolishing slavery. He hasmade that appeal in 
a well-digested speech and with more than usual 
solemnity—in the name of God and humanity. 
He has also referred to the gentleman from New 
York, (Mr. Brooxs,} who will nodoubt give him 
a fitting answer. Itis only my purpose now to 
return the interest taken by gentlemen in our 
opinions and future action, and to make an ap- 
peal to my friend from Pennsylvania and to the 
gentlemen with whom he is so paternal. I make 
this appeal with all the earnestness of my nature; 
not in the name of the avenging God whom he 
invokes, but in the name of the God of mercy, 
that if it be possible, the further effusion of blood 
in this most unhappy country shall be stayed. 

The gentleman will tell me,as the gentleman 
from Maryland (Mr. Creswett] has said, that 
there is no opportunity of producing such a result 
without making a peace that would be dishonor- 
able; that we have no sign from the rebel authori- 
ties at Richmond indicating anything except that 
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they will adhere to their ideas of national inde- 
pendence. : he 

Without expressing my own opinion on that 
point, lL ask gentlemen to consider carefully what 
they ask of us. Do you not wish our aid in car- 
rying a proposition to change the Constitution 
and the form and structure of our federative sys- 
tem in its most essential feature? Do you not 
wish us to annul the municipal control of each 
State over domestic matters? Is your proposiuion 
simply to abolish slavery? Or is it a measure to 
invest the Federal Government with authority to 
enslave the local white citizen, hold him in vas- 
salage to a central power, and assume the right 
to dictate to the States what their home policy 
shall be on home affairs? In fine, is it not an 
abstract scheme to enfranchise the black, who is 
really being freed by war, by a total change in 


the very genius, soul, and body of our Govern- || rightfully constituted Government, combating an armed and 


ment ? 

When you make a request so momentous, may 
I not respectfully demand that you should first 
try, in real, genuine, honest, bona fide earnestness, 


to reach the men in the South who are refractory, | 
insurgent, and belligerent; that you should en- | 


deavor to bring them back, if you can, to their 
old fealty to an unchanged charter and to an 
unmutilated Union? Ah! do gentlemen tell me 
that such a suggestion is disloyal and traitorous? 
Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania charac- 
terize it by the ordinary political language which, 
in the heat of party strife and passion, is applied 
to the Democratic party ¢ 


He refers toa distinguished journal on the other | 


side. I refer him now toa journal of the Repub- 
lican persuasion, edited by a gentleman now upon 
this floor, (Mr. Horace Greeley.) 

Mr. STEVENS. The gentleman will allow me 
to say that when | referred to distinguished jour- 
nals they were journals of the Republican and 
not of the opposite party. 

Mr. COX. I was about to refer toa journal of 
that character to answer the gentleman. 


thets which in decorous debate [ will not repeat, 


l ask him to read the New York Tribune of yes- | 


terday morning. It is edited by a gentleman 
who | now see in this Chamber conferring with 
members on that side in reference to a projet of 
peace. 
and then reproach the leading editor of his own 
party for holding precisely the same opinions en- 
tertained by members upon this side? 

Mr. STEVENS. Will the gentleman allow 
me? 

Mr. COX. In one moment. 

Mr. STEVENS. Ido not wish to interrupt 
the gentleman. I wish merely tosay that I know 
the opinions of the gentleman to whom reference 
is made. He is distinguished, patriotic, able. 
He does not want me to refrain from saying what 
I think, and I do not want him not to say what 
he thinks. I never agreed with him in reference 
to proposing peace. 

Mr.COX. Iknow thatthe gentleman does not 
agree with the ‘distinguished, patriotic, able”’ 
editor of the New York ‘Tribune; but that same 


distinguished, patriotic, able editor was voted for | 
by his party for elector for the State of New York | 


at large. He will soon cast his vote for the Prest- 


dent whom the gentleman has just now so highly | 


eulogized. And now | tell the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania that it is hardly consistent or just 


for him to speak as he does of my colleague [Mr. | 


PenpLeton]and the party which upheld him; to 
characterize members upon this side of the House 
as ‘*copperheads”’ and * traitors” because they 


have been peacefully inclined at proper times, | 
on proper occasions, and for patriotic purposes, | 
when they only hold tothe identical doctrine con- | 


tained in the New York Tribune, whose editor is 
so able and patriotic! But let the article speak 
for itself. I will send it to the Clerk’s desk to be 
read for the information and instruction of gen- 
tlemen on that side. 


The Clerk read, as follows: 


**Our special Washington dispatch gives, we have no 
doubt, along with many bits of idle gossip, the true expla- 
nation of Mr. PF. P. Blair’s abortive mission toward Rich- 
mond. The gist of ihe matter is, that Mr. Blair, believing 
that he might, by visiting Richmond, pave the way to a 
just and lasting pacification of the country, proposed to go 
there, and the President, while he declined to give the 
Visit an official character, saw no reason for preventing it. 


Wher | 


he stigmatized gentlemen upon this side with epi- | 


{Laughter.] Will he peruse that article | 


Mr. Blair, accompanied by his sou Montgomery, accord- 
ingly repaired to General Grant’s headquariers betore 
Richmond, but was not allowed to proceed further because 
the Secretary of War, belicving no good could be effected 
by his proposed conference with the confederate chiefs, 
saw fit to intimate to General Grantthat he did not approve 
Mr. Biair’s proceeding, nor believe that it could result in 


| any good ; which General Grant very naturally interpreted 
} as a hint from his immediate superior not to allow Mr. 
| Blair to pass his lines on his way to Richmond. Mr. Blair 
| has thereupon returned, per foree, to Washington. 


** Assuming this to be substantially the truth of the mat- 
ter, we cannot doubt that a majority ofthe American people 
will regret Mr. Stanton’sdecision. We do not know, and 
have at no time felt confident, that the rebels are yet pre- 
pared to agree to any terms of pacifieation that our Govern- 
ment cither wouid or should deem acceptable ; but we can 
imagine no possible harm that could result from ascertain- 
ing precisely what they are ready to do. The reeognized 


| object of war, at least among civilized and Christian na- 


| tions, is an honorable and satisfactory peace ; and how are 


|} weto know when this end has been rendered attainable 


unless we take some means toascertain? An established, 


menacing rebellion, should strain every nerve to overcome 


| at the earliest moment the resistance it encounters, and 


should notinerely welcome but seek satisfactory (however 
informal) assurances that its end has been attained. Jt | 
cannot afford to give countenance to even a groundless im- 
putation that it contemplates with satistaction a continu 

ance of hostilities for their Own sake, on any ground of 
mere punctilio, or for any other reason than because it is 
compelled, by an absorbing regard for the very ends of its 
existence. Jn our judgment, therefore, assuming that we 
have a correctapprebension of the leading facts, Mr. Stan- 
ton has made a grave mistake, one that the country will 
not be inclined permanently to acquiesce in.” 


Mr.COX. Now my friend from Pennsylvania 
characterizes the author of that publication asa 
distinguished and able patriot. [Ledoes noteven 
now, after hearing the editorial read, withdraw 
thatexpression from Mr.Greeley. Yet for hold- 
ing and propagating the same opinions held by 
the delegates who metat Chicago and nominated 


| General McClellan; held by my colleague (Mr. 








| 


\ 


PENDLETON] who was on the ticket with him, 
enunciated in the letter of acceptance of General 
McClellan when he spoke of ‘* exhausting all the 
resources of statesmanship practiced by civilized 
nations and taught by the traditions of the Amer- 
ican people consistent with the honor and iuater- 
ests of the country, to secure peace and reéstab- 
lish the Union;’’ enunciated in that letter with 
even more emphasis and distinctness than in the 
platform adopted at Chicago, and whose tran- 
script in letter and spirit is to be found in the 
very‘language of the editor of the New York 


| ‘Tribune; for entertaining and stating these Cliris- 


tian and statesmanlike sentiments, the gente- 
man from Pennsylvania regards a Republican as 
a distinguished patriot but a Democrat as a trai- 


torous §* copperhead.”’ 


Why does not the gentleman, who is always 
bold and defiant in his expression, denounce that 
editor who is now conferring with his brother 
Republicans about peace? Why does he not have 
the rules of the House read and drive him as an 
interloper from this Chamber? [Laughter.] Why 
does he confer with Mr. Biair, the supposititious 
embassador, who, even now as I speak, is also 
present in the Chamber? Whzy are ye all in con- 
ference here, so suspiciously near and fraternal, 
if itis not to carry out the very ideas promul- 
gated at Chicago, and for which one million seven 
hundred and fifty thousand people in this country 
gave their patriotic votes? Whatanswer can the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania make? None, un- 
less he heaps reproaches upon his own party and 
the very able, distinguished, and patriot elector, 
who will cast his vote for Mr. Lincoln, or unless 
he withdraws the unhandsome language used by 
him toward the Democratic party and its nomi- 
nees. 

Mr. Chairman, I am not insensible to theappeal 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. I answer 
his appeal in the name of God and humanity to 
vote fur the abolition amendment by beseeching 
him, in the first place, before he asks us to dis- | 
turb our political system and the established or- | 
der, and to change the old ideas and forms con- 
nected with municipal liberty, and the legislation 
of domestic matters by State sovereignty; before 
he asks us to change the organic law of this land 
for seventy years, | beseech him that he will, 
at least, try to ascertain, formally or informally, 
whether there is any hope of these insurgent 
States, yet in most formidable, consuming, and | 
flagrant war, returning to the ‘‘established and 
rightfully constituted Government.” I beseech | 
this in the name of civilization and Christianity— | 
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| God and humanity! I pray for it on behalf of 


| ence of his republic? 


nearly two million white men who have voted 
these enlightened sentiments. 

Do you tell me that you will only hear from Mr, 
Davis that he will only stand on the independ- 
Very well, let us hear that, 
It will be unwelcome; butletus knowit. There 
isa million of people who believe that Davis and 


| the men associated with him would treat upon 


| some means to ascertain’? that fact. 
| card punctilio and reach the fact. 


the basis of the old Union, or at least that how- 
ever negotiations might begin, they would thas 
terminate. Ido not say that | believe it. [do 
not say that members upon this side believe it: 
but I say, in the language of this able, distin- 
guished, and patriotic editor, let usat least * take 

Let us dis- 
No harm can 
come from its ascertainment. If the confederate 
president refuses to confer upon the basis of the 
unamended Constitution and old Union; if he will 
not help to reéstablish peace upon the old order, 
or at least as near to itas the passion and strife 
of men have made it possible and practicable, will 
not our knowledge of that fact inspire a more 
healthful and united sentiment among the people, 


| even if it do not influence our votes upon the 


amendment as to slavery? Therefore, | ask the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania whether it would 
not have been best before he makes these pathetic 
appeals in the name of the Father of men and the 
God of humanity to have made an attempt by 
Christian and rational methods to stanch the 
bleeding wounds of the body-politic, to save the 
shedding of blood, to stop the increase of taxa- 
tion, the accumulation of debt, the destruction of 
values, and the everlasting iteration of penal laws 
on our Federal statute, to stay, if possible, the 
maiming and killing of men, and the tears of 
widows and orphans, the desolation by fire and 
sword of our land, and to save, oh! yes, before it 


| is too late forever, to save the Union while it may 


be worth the sacrifices made for its salvation, 
Will he not give up something on his part? Give 
up his doctrine of negro equality? Give up his 
idea of breaking down State institutions by Fed- 
eral law? 

Mr. STEVENS. The gentleman will allow 
me to say that [ never held to that doctrine of 
negro equality. 

Mr. COX. Then I understand the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania not to hold that all men are 
created equal? 

Mr. STEVENS. Yes, sir, but not equality in 
all things—simply before the laws, nothing else. 

Mr. COX. Lask the gentleman to give'up his 


| idea of the equality of the black and white races 
| before the law. 


Mr. STEVENS. I won’ doit. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COX. When you make such touching 
appeals as you have just made to us, may | not 
ask you in retarn, in the name of the white race 
of America, to yield something on your part and 
in their behalf? 

Mr. Chairman, I did intend this morning, had 
the opportunity offered, to present some reso- 
lutions. I have them here, drawa up in the lan- 


| guage of the * patriotic, able, and distinguished”’ 


| 


editor of the New York Tribune. I shall offer 
them at a convenient opportunity. I would not 
deprive gentlemen upon the other side of a chance 
to show their civilization, their Christianity, their 
hatred of rapine, desolation, and bloodshed, their 
love for the Union and the Constitution, by voting 
for at least some effort, as Mr. Greeley recom- 
mends, to ascertain the disposition of the insur- 
gent States. 

Ll am not clear as to the best mode to ascertain 
this disposition. Perhaps it would be best to send 
the honorable Mr. Blair and his venerable father 
to Richmond. Perhaps it would be best to send 
the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
{[Mr. Stevens.]} 

Mr. STEVENS. Oh, no; I do not think I 
would get back. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COX. I do not know. The gentleman 
has such a persuasive way. He can appeal with 
such pathos to God and humanity; he would 
make such kindly and pious appeals to those in 
rebellion against God and humanity, thathe might 
induce them at least to consider a proposition for 
peace, founded upon their old allegiance. 

Mr. Greeley is not specific as to the best way 
of ascertaining what we desire; judge ye, there- 
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force, whether it is best to send commissioners or 
agents, or receive from them commissioners here; 
whether by ascertaining if they will meet us in 
national conve nition and abide by its judgment in 
el] points in dispute, or whether we should, to 
use the language of General McClellan, echoed 
now by Mr. Greeley, exhaust all the arts of Chris- 
tian and civilized statesmanship and the tradi- 
tions of our nation to bring these recusants back 
to their old Constitution, Civilization as prac- 
ticed by the most refined nations regards every 
effort at peace as humane and honorable; and 
Christianity would regard, even toward the hea- 


then, and certainly toward our brethren, all such | 


efforts as inspired by the very genius of humanity, 
moderation, and mercy. 
make some effort. Try it. No harm can come 
from trying; and if it fail, we on this side of the 
Chamber will be better ready to consider your 
proposition to change the organic law. 

Mr. Chairman, | would like before I conclude 
to have read from the Clerk’s desk the resolutions 
which I shall hereafter propose to the House. 


In this spirit let us | 


was not a war to put down the rebellion, and, 


consequently, that the rebels had all the rights of |, 


belligerents, were “entitled to be treated as such, 
and had been treated as such by all the Powers of 
Europe; and that we, in consequence of the act 
of our own Government, were bound to treat them 
in the same way. But now I understand that 
gentleman to have entirely reversed his position, 


|} and to claim that the people of the South are 


simply rebels against our laws, and that the war 
is carried on to put down the rebellion. In that 
he does not occupy the position which he occu- 
pied during the last session. 
Mr. STEVENS. Mr. Chairman, how did I 
make myself so misunderstood? From what does 
the gentleman infer that | have changed my 


|| opimon? 


Mr. PRUYN. 


I will quote the language which 


| the gentleman used last year. 


They are almost in the language of the editorial | 
in the Tribune, modified to suit the circumstances || ' 
|| they were by the laws of nations belligerents, I 


under which they are offered. The civilized or 
Christian portion of the Republican party shall 
have a chance of putting themselves on the record 


before they ask formally for a vote on the consti- || 


tutional amendment. I ask to have the resolu- 
tions read. 

The resolutions were read by the Clerk, as 
follows: 


Whereas the country bails with manifestations of patri- 


Mr. STEVENS. I remember very well what 
I said last year; but wherein have [ changed? I 
have only said that the South having for a time 
maintained their independent government and 
raised armies, and we having blockaded their 
portsand Europe having deemed them belligerents, 


tried to prove that, and thought I haddoneso. 1 
tried to prove that they stood in relation to us, in 
their belligerent character, the same as any for- 
eign nation. I hold the same now, and Ido not 


| know to what the gentleman refers when he sup- 


otic joy and congratulation the victories recently achieved | 


by our brave armies; and whereas “ihe recognized object of 
war, at least among civilized and Christian nations, is an 
honorable and satisfactory peace ; and that although we do 
not know that the insurgents are yet prepared to agree to 
any terms of pacification that our Government either would 
or should deem acceptable, yet as there can be no possible 
harm resulting from ascertaining precisely what they are 


ready to do; and in order to refute the imputation that the | 
Administration contemplates with satistaction a contin- | 
uanee of hostilities for their own sake, on any ground of | 
mere punctilio, or for any reason than because it is com- | 


pelied, by an absorbing regard forthe very ends ofits exist- 


ence ;” and Whereas “an established and rightly constituted | 
Government, combeting armed and menacing rebellion, 


should strain every nerve to overcome at the earliest mo- 
ment the resistance it encounters, and should not merely 
welcome, but seek, satisfactory (however informal) assur- 
ances that its end has been attained:’? Therefore, 
Resolved, That now, in this hour of victory, which is the 
hour of maguanimity, and before any action be taken to 
change the Constitution of the United States, it is emi- 
neatly the duty of the President, on the basis of the pres- 
ent * rightfally constituted Government,” either to send or 
reeeive commissioners or agents, with a view to national 
pacification and tranquillity, or by some other rational 
means known to civilized and Christian nations, secure the 
cessation of hostilities and the union of the States. 


Mr. MORRILL. 
do now rise. 

Mr. PRUYN. Will the gentleman from Ver- 
mont be kind enough to withdraw that motion for 
a few moments? 

Mr. MORRILL. Certainly, if the gentleman 
desires it. 

Mr. PRUYN. I have only a very few words 
to say, and | am sorry that the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Stevens] is not 
present to hear them. 

Mr. STEVENS. I am here. 

Mr. PRUYN. I beg your pardon, sir. 
very glad that you are here. 

I have only to call attention to the very great 
change that has taken place in the sentiments of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania on the subject 


I move that the committee 


lam 


of the rebellion and of the status of the people of | 


the southern States. We on this side of the 
Chamber—I, at least, speaking for myself, and I 
believe for the body of my friends—claim that the 


Union has never been dissolved, but thatit exists | 


in its integrity till this day; thatthe people of the 
South are rebels against the laws and the Consti- 


tution; and that the whole object of the present | 


struggle is to down that rebellion and bring 
the rebels back to obedience. 


In the very memorable speech which the gen- | 
tleman from Pennsylvania made to this House at | 


the last session, perhaps the most memorable of 
the session, and which was listened to with the 
greatest interest on both sides of the House, he 
told us, in substance, that by the proclamation of 
blockade in 1861 we had acknowledged the South 
a8 belligerents; that they were a foreign Power; 


poses that I have changed that opinion. I hold 
still just what I held then. And I hold further 
that they shall never, by my vote, come back into 
the Union unless as new States organized from 
conquered territory. 


Mr. PRUYN. [I am quite right, Mr. Chair- 


| man, in the view that I took, and I will quote 
| only one or two paragraphs from the gentleman’s 


speech of last year, to show that if | understood 
correctly what he said this morning—and I think 
the committee agrees with me in that understand- 
ing—his position now is utterly inconsistent with 
the ground he assumed last year. Speaking of 
the rebel States, the gentleman says: 


* No one acquainted with the maguitude of this contest || 


can deny to it the character of a civil war. For nearly 
three years the confederate States have maintained their 
declaration of independence by force of arms. True, they 
have met with sad defeats. But success has not been allon 
one side, But what renders their position beyond coutro- 
versy is, the great Powers of Europe have acknowledged 
them as belligerents, entitled from foreign nations to equal 
rights with the parent Government. What is still more 


| conclusive, we have acknowledged them as belligerents 


ourselves. With unfortunate haste we blockaded their 


| ports. A blockade is declared only against a foreign nation. 





that the war was a war between nationalities, and || 


| If they were still members of the Union we stiould repeal 
| the laws establishing ports of entry. 


A nation does not 
blockade itself. We have treated their captive soldiers as 
prisoners of war, not as rebels; we have exchanged pris- 
oners ; we have sent and received flags of truce. This is 
not the usage awarded to an unorganized banditti.”’ 

Now the gentleman comes here this morning 
and claims that they are not a foreign nation. 

Mr. STEVENS. No, sir, 1 made use of no 
such expression, and nothing which can be tor- 
tured into it. 

Mr. PRUYN. Very well; then the gentleman’s 
position is not quite so favorable as | supposed it 
to be. What does heclaim? For what were his ci- 
tations from Scripture brought before this House, 
except to show that we were to execute vengeance 
upon these people? Hespoke of them this morn- 
ing as rebels, if 1 am not mistaken. 

Mr. STEVENS. I cited Scripture to show that 
the Lord punished us for not abolishing slavery; 
and that He would continue to punish us until we 
did abolish it; not that He was punishing the 
South. 

Mr. PRUYN. Not in one view of the case, I 
grant. But I certainly understood the gentleman 
to say, as well as I could understand him at the 
distance I sat from him, that it was our duty, 
our moral duty, our religious duty, to go and put 
down this rebellion asa rebellion, and notasacon- 
test with a foreign Power. If I misunderstood 
him I beg his pardon. But I certainly think the 
House will concur with me in that view of the 
matter, and that the report of the debate will 
bear out that view. 

Now, in reference to this point, which is one 
of the most important which was ever discussed 
in this House, and which brought the adminis- 
tration of this Government before foreign nations 
in the light of having virtually, through its promi- 
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nent public men, admitted the South to be bel. 
ligerents. Now, if such be the construction given 
by this Government to our position toward the 
South, what right have we to complain of the con- 
duct of the Powers of Europe in acknowledging 
the South as belligerents? ‘ 

Shortly after this discussion took place, referred 


| to it in a conversation with a distinguished officer 


of the Army, one who stands high in the estyma- 
tion of the Republican party, not only as a mili- 
tary but as a political leader. He said he per- 
fectly understood the position of Mr. Stevens, 
and that he had thought much of the views he had 
expressed. 1 said to him, ‘* What right have we 
to find fault with the conduct of England in ref- 
erence to the acknowledgment of the belligerent 
rizhtsof the South??? And his prompt reply was, 
”? Now we are to look upon 

these belligerents as one thing or the other. 
Mr. STEVENS. I will ask the gentleman 
whether, after a people have maintained three 
years of civil war, have formed a government, 


| have raised armies and maintained their existence 
| for three years, does the gentleman blame Eng- 


land, France, or anybody else, for acknowledging 
them as belligerents—not acknowledging their in- 
dependence? Does the gentleman so understand 
the law of nations? 

Mr. PRUYN. I did not. I was only stating 
the position assumed by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Srevens,} and others who hold 
with him. 

Mr. STEVENS. 
tion. 

Mr. PRUYN. I claim that we are putting 
down a rebellion, not fighting a foreign nation, 
not fighting another nation. We commenced the 
attempt to enforce our Constitution and our laws. 
In that we are engaged. Every nation enforces 
its laws as it pleases. If there is a street brawl, 
you send out the police force oféhe city to putit 
down. If the sheriff is resisted in the serving of 
kis process, you call out a competent posse comi- 
tatus to aid him. If it assumes larger proportions 
you call out the military. Yet the gentleman 
thinks that because we instituted the blockade to 


I never assumed that posi- 


| assist in the enforcement of our laws, we thereby 


| 
| 


acknowledge the South to be belligerents. I deny 
the inference; for in that proclamation of block- 
ade, as I have before stated to the House, the oc- 
casion of it is distinctly set forth; the world is 
told that it is one of the means employed to put 
down the rebellion; and it closes with this signifi- 
cant declaration, which no publicist in the world 
can misconstrue: that when any person claiming 
any right on the high seas under this pretended 
confederation of States shall molest the commerce 
of the United States, that person shall be deemed 
guilty of piracy. Is that the language which one 
belligerent holds with regard to another? No, 
never; and | insist upon it that the President, by 
his proclamation of blockade, issued in 1561, 
never meant to acknowledge the South as belliger- 
ents, and by no fair construction of that instru- 
ment can they be made such. 

Now, sir, the remarks made this morning by 
the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Creswe t,} 
in advance of the remarks of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania—and | had supposed those of the 
latter gentleman to partake somewhat of the same 
character, but he denies it, and I am bound to 
believe his statement—treated this controversy 
as one in which we were to inflict upon the South 
not only gabjagelion. but, as it were, vengeance. 
Now, sir, I utterly detest any such doctrine. 
Venegance is notfor us. The Aimights, in His 
wisdom, may inflict upon man such penalties and 
judgments as He pleases. We are bound down 
to certain rules of humanity and religion; for He 
has said to us, in words which cannot be mis- 
taken, ‘* Vengeance is mine; I will repay.” 

Mr. GRINNELL moved that the committee 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Donneuxy reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had had the Union generally under consid- 
eration, and particularly the President’s annual 
message, and had come to no resolution-thereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr. DAVIS, of New 
York, the House (at twenty-five minutes after 
three o’clock, p. m.) adjourned. 
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IN SENATE. 
Fripay, Jenuary 6, 1865. 
Prayer by Rev. B. H. Napat, D. D., of Wash- 
ington, District of Columbia. 
‘he Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a report of the Secretary of the Interior, commu- 
nicating, in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate of the 20th of December, 1864, informa- 
tion in relation to the disposition of the land of the 
Sac and Fox Indians of the Mississippi, under 
the treaty of October 1, 1859; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, communicating, in pur- 
suance of the proviso to the first section of the 
act of Congress of March 3, 1809, a statement 
exhibiting the various amounts transferred frota 
and to appropriations during the fiscal year end- 
ing the 30th of June, 1864; which, on motion of 
Mr. Suenman, was ordered to lie on the table, 
and be printed. 

Mr. FOSTER presented a petition of non-com- 
missioned officers and privates of the second Con- 
.ecticut light battery, stationed at the mouth of 
White river, Arkansas, praying that the Army 
ration of 1863 may be restored, the present quan- 
tity of bread, flour, potatoes, and rice allowed 
being deficient; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs and the Militia. 

Mr. POMEROY presented a petition of officers 
of the Army, in the service of the United States 
with the army of the James, praying an increase 
of the pay of Army officers; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs and the Militia. 

Mr. CLARK presented a petition of officers of 
New Hampshire regiments now in the field, pray- 
ing for an Increase of compensation; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs and 
the Militia. 

Mr. WILSON presented a petition of Brevet 
srigadier General T. M. Harris and other officers 
of the Army, in the service of the United States 
on the James, praying for an increase of the pay 
of Army officers; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs and the Militia. 

He also presented fourteen petitions of officers 
in the military service of the United States, pray- 
ing an increase of pay of Army officers; which 
were referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs and the Militia. 

He also presented the petition of Charles Col- 
burn, praying payment of a balance claimed to be 
due him for service in the United States Navy as 
yeoman of the receiving ship Ohio, from which 
itis alleged he was unlawfully discharged by the 
abolishment of the office by de President of the 
United States on the 31st of January, 1847, with- 
out authority of Congress; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HARLAN presented a letter of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, addressed to the chairman of 
the Committee on Public Lands, transmitting a 
letter of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office in relation to the grade and compensation 
of clerks in that bureau; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SUMNER. I offer a petition of citizens 
of Worcester, Massachusetts, calling on Con- 
gress to enact a law to secure a republican form 
of government and abolish and forever prohibit 
slavery in the United States. This is signed b 
Ichabod Washburn, a gentleman connected with 
business and affairs ona very large scale, one of the 
largest contributors to the internal revenue of the 
country that we have in New England. I move 
that the petition be referred to the select commit- 
tee on slavery and freedmen. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN presented the petition of R. 
Reynolds and Charles Young, praying that the 
Commissioner of Patents may be authorized to 
issue a patent to them for an improved hay ele- 
vator, the application having lapsed, as is alleged, 
through an error by which the second patent fee 
was misapplied; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents and the Patent Office. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Fi- 
hance, to whom was referred the petition of Blake 
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Brothers & Co., praying for the allowance of in- 
terest on certain certificates of indebtedness, re- | 
ported adversely thercon. | 
He alsdé, from the same committee, to whom | 
was referred a petition of surgeons and assistant | 


rank and pay, asked to be discharged from its 
further consideration, and that it be referred to 


surgeons in the Army, praying for an increase of ] 


tia; which was agreed to. 


OBE. 


the Committee on Military Affairs and the Mili- | 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 366) to remit certain du- 
ties on clothing materials imported for the use of 
the Sisters of Charity of St. Joseph, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred the resolution yester- 
day submitted by Mr. Winson, that there be 
printed of the report of the Superintendent of the 
Coast Survey for the year 1864 twelve hundred 
extra copies for the use of the Senate, and three 
thousand copies for distribution from the office 
of the Coast Survey, reported it without amend- 
ment; and the resolution was agreed to. 


PENSION AGENTS. 


Mr. TRUMBULL submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of the Interior be directed 
to inform the Senate how many agents for paying pensions 
there are in the employment of the Government; how 
many in each State; what their pay is; how they are ap- 
pointed, and under what law, and whether there are any 
limits as to number. - 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced that 
the House had passed, without amendment, the 
bill (S. No. 367) to repeal the provision of law 
requiring certain regents of the Smithsonian Insti- 
tuuon to be members of the National Institute. 


BILL RECOMMITTED. 


On motionof Mr. DOOLITTLE, the joint res- 
olution (H. R. No. 38) directing the Secretary 
of the Interior to pay to the Chippewa, Ottawa, 
and Pottawatomie Indians residing in Michigan, 
the sum of $192,850, was recommitted to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, 


PACIFIC DEPARTMENT. 
Mr. CONNESS submitted the following reso- 


lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to 
send to the Senate copies of all letters received from the 
commander of the Pacific department relating toa recent 


attempt to send arms and munitions of war out of that de- 
partment to Mexico. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SHERMAN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
375) levying internal duties on tobacco; which 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. FOSTER. I will ask the Senator whether 
he proposes to have the bill printed. It relates 
to a subject which interests the community very 
much. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido. I will state further 
that the bill was not prepared by me, but by the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 1 desire to 
have it printed and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will beso re- 
ferred, and the order to print will be made if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. DIXON asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to Rivedaies a bill (S. No. 
376) to amend an act entitled ** An act to amend 
an act to incorporate the inhabitants of the city 
of Washington, passed May 15, 1820,”’ approved 
May 5, 1864; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

PROCEEDINGS IN CRIMINAL CASES. 


On motion of Mr. TRUMBULL, the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. No. 88) regulating pro- 
ceedings in criminal cases, and for other pur- | 

oses. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending 
amendment will be read. 

The Secrerary. 
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five of section two, to strike out the word * ten” 


and insert * five;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


On a wlal for any other offense the defendant shal} be 
entitled to five and the United States to two peremptory 
challenges. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I should like to inquire 
of the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary 
what is the effect of this amendment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The effect of the amend- 
ment of the committee which is now pending, is to 
reduce the number of challenges on the part of the 
Government allowed by the bill as it was origin- 
ally intreduced, from ten to five, I think. 

There is some diversity of opinion in the dif- 
ferent circuits, as the committee were informed, 


las to the practice in this respect; and it was 


| 
| 











‘The amendment is in line |} 


thought better to have it uniform. The bill was 
reported at the last session. The Senator from 
Maryland (Mr. Jonnson] has particular charge 
of it, and he can inform the Senator from Indiana 
in regard to it,if he desires any information as to 
the particular effect of each of the amendments, 

I see that the Secretary is under a misappre- 
hension; the amendment reported is by way of 
substitute for the whole bill. It strikes out the 
whole of itand inserts a substitute, and one of the 
provisions of the substitute makes this change 
from what the bill was as it was originally intro- 
duced. If the Senator from Indiana will send 
for a copy of the bill No, 88, he will find that the 
amendment reported by the committee is a sub- 
stitute for the original bill. I ask that the sub- 
stitute be read to the Senate; it will then be better 
understood. 


Mr. JOHNSON. Thechairman is right. The 


bill as it was originally introduced consisted of 
| eighteen sections. 


The Committee on the Judi- 
ciary reported that the whole of that bill should 
be stricken out, and as a substitute for it that 
there should be inserted all that follows it in the 
printed copy from the 6th page onward, printed 
in italics, beginning with the words ‘* that from 
the persons summoned,’’ &c. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is the sub- 
ject-matter now before the body, and the ques- 
tion is on amending thatamendment, The Sena- 
tor fragn Lilinoisasks that the amendment be again 
read. It will be if there be no objection. Does 
the Chair understand the Senator as asking that 
the entire amendment be read ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. There is but one amend- 
ment, which is a substitute for the whole bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is a pends 
ing amendment to that amendment, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It does not appear so on 
the printed copy before me. 

Mr. JOHNSON. That was an amendment 
offered in the Senate. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I was not aware of that. 


| Then Lask that the amendment to theamendment 


be again read. 

The Secrerary. Itis proposed to amend sec- 
tion two of the amendment of the committee in 
line five, by striking out the word ‘* ten’”’ and in- 
serting the word “ five;’’ so that the clause will 
read: ‘ 

On a trial for any other offense the defendant shail be 
entitled to five and the United States to two peremptory 
challenges. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I desire to ask if that is 
an amendment recommended by the committee. 

Mr. JOHNSON. No, it is not. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That is an amendment of 
which I was not aware. I do notthink the com- 
mittee reported it, and [ shall vote against it. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The papers show 


| that the amendment was offered by the Senator 


from New Jersey, (Mr. Ten Eycx.] 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I cannot see the propri- 
ety of thatamendment. I think the original num- 
ber proposed by the committee is right enough. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. JOHNSON. As well as | recollect, and 
the Secretary confirms my recollection in that par- 
ticular, | suggested an amendment to the bill as 
it came from the committee when it was considered 
at the last session. It has not been printed, and 

erhaps the Senate are notaware that the printed 
Dill does not exactly show the bill upon which 
they are abouttoact. Lask thatthe words which 
were inserted on my motion, by general consent 
be now read to the Senate. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment | 
suggested by the Senator from Maryland wall be 
read. 

The Secretary. The amendment was in line 
four of the reported amendment, after the word 
‘‘offense’’ to insert “in which the right of per- 
emptory challenge now exists;’’ so as toread: 


On a vial for any other offense in which the right of per- || 


emptory challenge now exists, the defendant shall be en 
titled to ten and the United States to two peremptory chal- 


icnges. 

The amendment was concurred in, and is to 
strike out afl of the original bill after the enacting 
clause and insert the following: - 


That from the persons summoned and accepted as grand 
jurors in any district or cireuit court of the United States 
the courtehall appoint the foreman, who shall have power 
to administer oaths and affirmations to Witnesses appear- 
ing beture the grand jury. 

dec, 2. Jud be it further enacted, That when the offense 
charged be trearon ora capital offense, the defendant shall 
be entivied to twenty and the United States to five peremp- 
tory challenges. On a trial for any oer offense in which 
the right of peremptory challenge now exists, the defend 
ant shall be entitled to ten and the United States to two 
peremptory challenges. All challenges, whether to the 
array or panel or to individual jurors for cause or favor, 
shall be tried by the court without the aid of triers. | 

Sec. 3. dnd be it further enacted, That in every case 
where any person convicted of any offense against the Uni 
ted States shall be sentenced to imprisonment for a period 
longer than one year, it shall be lawful for the court by 


service of the United States who on the Ist of 
Iebruary, 1565, shall not be in the performance 
of duty or service corresponding to their respect- 
ive grades and rank,and who shall not have been 
engaged in such duty or service for three months 
contunuously next prior to that date, shall then 
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be dropped from the rolls of the Army, and all the , 
pay and emoluments, or allowances, of such gen- | 


eral officers, so dropped, shall cease from that 
date, and the vacancies thus occasioned may be 


|| filled by new promotions and appointments as in 
| other cases. 


Sut no officer is to be considered as 
included in the foregoing provision whose absence 
from duty shall have been occasioned by wounds 


|| received, or disease contracted, in the line of his 


duty while in the military service of the United 
States, or by his being a prisoner of war in the 
hands of the enemy or under parole; and any ma- 
jor general of volunteers, or brigadier general of 
volunteers, who may have been appointed from 
the regular Army under the authority given in sec- 
tion four of the act approved July 22, 1861, ‘‘ to 


| authorize the employment of volunteers to aid in 
enforcing the laws and protecting public prop- | 


Which the sentence is passed to order the same to be exe- |) 


cuted in any State prison or penitentiary within the dis- | 
trict or State where such court is held, the use of which 

prison or penitentiary is allowed by the Legislature of such 
Siate for such purposes; and the expenses attendant upon 
the execution of such sentence shall be paid by the United | 
States, 

Sec. 4. And be il further enacted, That issues of fact in 
civil eases in any circuit court of the United States may be | 
tried and determined by the court without the intervention 
of a jury, Whenever the parties, or their attorneys of record, 
file a stipulation in writing with the clerk of the court | 
waiving a jury. The finding of the court upon the facts, 
which finding may be either general or special, shall have 
the same effectas the verdictofa jury. ‘The rulings of the 
court in the progress of the trial, when excepted to at the 
time, may be reviewed by the Supreme Court of the United 
States upon a writ of error, or upon appeal, provided the 
rulings be duly presented by a bill of exceptions. When 
the finding is special, the review may also extend to the | 
determination of the suflicicucy of the facts found to sup- 
port the judgment. 

Sec. 5, And be it further enacted, Thatall acts and parts 
of acts in conflict with this act be, and the same are ligreby, } 
repealed. 

Sec. 6. And beit further enacted, That this act shall take 
elfect on the Ist day of June, 1864. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, (subsequently.) I ask the 
unanimous consent of the Senate to take up the 
bill upon which the Senate have justed acted, for 
the purpose of making anramendment to correct 
what would be an obvious absurdity in the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenator from 
Maryland moves to reconsider the vote by which | 
Senate bill No. 88 was passed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be | 
regarded as before the Senate on its third reading, | 
without any farther mouon to reconsider, if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. JOHNSON, I now move to strike out the 
word *‘ four,”’ 
the word “ five 


.’ As it stands now the bill isto 


| 
| 
go into operation on the Ist day of June, 1864, | 
which is past. 

. The amendment was agreed to. | 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third | 
reading, was read the third time, and passed. 

UNEMPLOYED GENERALS. 

Mr. WILSON. I move to take up House bill 
No, 5386, to drop from the rolls of the Army un- 
employed general officers. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as | 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill. | 

As it appears that many general officers in the 
regular and volunteer forces of the Army of the | 
United States are, and have been for some time 
past, either entirely unemployed or not on duty 
corresponding to their rank, thus holding com- | 
missions and drawing pay and allowances with- 
out any equivalent services rendered to the Gov- | 
ernment, and atthe same time standing in the way | 
of the promotion and consequent increase of com- | 
pensation of the officers of inferior grade whoare | 
performing the duties proper to such general offi- 
cers, the bill therefore provides that all major | 
generals and all brigadier generals in the military | 


erty,’’ and the acts amendatory thereto, who shall 
be so dropped from the rolls, shall not thereby be 
discharged from the service of the United States, 
but shall be remitted to his position and duty as 
an officer of the regular Army. 

The second section provides that hereafter, con- 
tinuously, until the termination of the existing 


|| war of rebellion,on the last day of each month 


after the 15th of February, 1865, the provisions of 
the foregoing section shall be made applicable to 
any general officer in the military service of the 
United States who shall not on that day have been 
engaged in the performance of duty or service cor- 


responding to his proper rank for three months | 


consecutively then next preceding. 

Mr. WILSON. ‘The Committee on Military 
Affairs made a report adverse to the passage of 
the bill, which I ask may be read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

“The Committee on Military Affairs and the Militia, to 
whom was referred [louse bill No. 586, being an actto drop 


from the rolls of the Army unemployed general officers, | 


beg leave to report: 
* "That many general officers in the regular and volunteer 


forces of the Anny of the United States have been and now | 


are unemployed or not on duty corresponding with their 
rank, thus holding commissions and drawing pay and al- 
lowances without any equivalent services rendered to the 
Government; and, at the same time, these officers stand in 
the way of the promotion and consequent increase of com- 


pensation of the officers of inferior grade who are perform. | 


ing the duties proper to such general officers. ‘This is bur- 
densome to the Treasury, unjust to meritorious officers in 
the field, and should be speedily remedied. ‘The right and 


| power to create vacancies in the rolls of the Army, and to 
| fillsuch vacancies by appointments and promotions, are 
| vested in the Presidentot the United States. No additional 
| powers are asked for by the President, nor demanded by 


in the sixth section, and to insert || 


the needs of the service. 
* Thecommittceare unanimously of the opinion thatecon- 


omy, justice, and the efficiency and general interests of the | 
military service alike demand that where general officers || 


in the regular and volunteer forees of the United States are 
found to be unfitfor commands, and who are consequently 
unemployed or employed on duty not corresponding to their 
rank, they should be mustered out of the service, and that 
the vacancies thus ereated should be filled by new promo- 
tions and appointments, in order that the officers of an in- 
ferior grade Who are performing the duties proper to such 


| general officers may be promoted to the rank and receive 





the pay, allowances, and emoluments of such general offi- 
cers. But the committee are of opinion that no fixed, in- 
flexible rule of discrimination, such as is embodied in the 
joint resolution of the House of Representatives, could be 
adopted and executed consistently with equal and exact 
justice toward individual officers and with the interests of 
the military service of the country. Justice and the public 
interests demand that the power to muster general officers 
out of the service of the United States should be exercised 
with much discrimination and care. The power of removal 
and the responsibility of action being now fully and com- 
pletely vested inthe President, the committee unanimously 
report against the passage of the bill of the House of Rep- 
resentatives.”? 


Mr. WILSON. I now move the indefinite 
postponement of the bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, Iam sorry 
that the Committee on Military Affairs have ar- 
rived at the conclusion to which they have come 
in regard to this bill. I am not prepared te con- 
trovert the soundness of the positions which the 
committee have assumed, or to deny that the Ex- 


BR. 
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Military Affairs can correct me if I am in error, 
1 understand that after the war of the Revolution 

and after the war of 1812, Congress, by legisla. 
tion, provided for disposing of the officers whg 
had been found necessary and had been placed in 
ositions during a time of war. They did not 
ssa it to the President; and if we adopt this pre. 
cedent now,and determine that it shall be left ep- 
tirely to the Executive, is Congress to surrender 
up its authority to reduce the Army and to dis. 
charge the officers when this war isover? I should 
like to inquire of the chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs whether, at the close of our 
former wars, there has notal ways been legislation 
to get rid of supernumerary officers who would 
net be necessary in a time of peace? It will not 
be pretended, upon the principle laid down in this 
report, butthat the President might have dismissed 
those officers without any action of Congress; 
and yet if it has been the practice to have such 
action, why depart from it now? 

Mr.GRIMES. It has not been the practice, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I was informed bya Sen- 
ator sitting near me that in 1816 or 1817 such an 
act of Congress was passed. I have not looked 
into the precedents, and do not know that such is 
the fact. 

Mr. GRIMES. During the last war we cre- 
ated several regiments of the line, regular regi- 
ments, some thirty or forty, as we have during 
the present war. At the expiration of the war it 
became necessary for usto reduce the Army, and 
that required legislation; but the volunteer officers 
went out at the end of the war as a matter of 
course. So again we reduced the Army in 1819, 
down to some eight regiments of infantry, four 
regiments of artillery, aud none of cavalry. Since 
that time we have been gradually increasing it. 


| But that legislation was in regard to regular officers 


in the regular line of the Army. This legislation 
applies to all officers, both of volunteers and reg- 
ulars, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like the Senator 
from Iowa to tell me the difference between the 
power*of the President to dismiss an officer of 
the regular Army and an officer in the volunteer 
service. 

Mr. GRIMES. That is not the issue. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If hecannot do it in refer- 
ence to the regular Army, can he in reference to 
the volunteer service? 

Mr.GRIMES. That is not the issue the Sen- 
ator raises. Ele undertakes to draw a parallel 


| between the case now before the Senate and the 


case that was before the country after the war of 
1812, and says because we found it necessary in 
1814 or 1815 to adopt legisiation in order to get 
rid of regular officers, captains, majors, and colo- 
nels, hence itis right and proper that we should fol- 
low that precedentand now adopt some legislation 
in order to get rid ofsupernumerary generals. My 
point is that there is no analogy between that case 
andthe oneatbar. Itisin the power of the Presi- 
dent. There is no controversy about that.’ I 
acknowledge the power of the President. The 
power is vested in him by the Constitution and 
laws, and if he has improper generals it is his duty 
to dismiss them, and he is responsible to the 


_ country for the manner in which they perform 





| their duties to the country, and not us. 


Mr. FRUMBULL. Mr. President, if I un- 
derstand the report of the committee, it goes en- 
tirely upon the ground that the President has 
authority to relieve the country of this evil of idle 
officers receiving pay from the Government in this 
hour of its distress and performing no service to 
the Government. That is the whole point of the 
report of the Committee on Military Affairs. It 
is placed upon that ground. 

he Senator from [owa admits ‘that the Presi- 
dent of the United States has the same authority 





ecutive has competent authority to dismiss gen- | 


erals from the public service, but it is an author- 
ity which the Executive, and any Executive, 
would probably be very slow to exercise. 
lieve it has been customary in the history of the 


_ Government for Congress to exercise sucha power 


as this; and upon that point the Committee on 


| 


over the regular Army as over the volunteer force 
to dismiss an officer,”’ and he says that nobody 
disputes it. Then will the Senator from lowa 
tell the Senate and the country why the legisla- 
tion of 1815 or 1816—I_ have not time to refer to 
the statutes—was necessary to get rid of regular 
Army officers, any more than legislation is neces- 
sary pow to get rid of volunteer officers? 

Mr. GRIMES. I will answer that question. 


I be- || The jaw of Congress, at that time, created either 


fifteen or twenty new regiments, and directed 
that they should be officered by appointments 
by the President, to be confirmed by the Senate. 
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The President had no power to abrogate those 
regiments. Thatlegislation of 1819, and the legis- 
Jation earlier than that, immediately after the war 
of 1812, was to get rid of those regiments that 
had been created; and of course when the regi- 
ments were disposed of their officers went with 
them. That is not this case. Here the propo- 
sition is to step in and interfere with the prerog- 
ative of the President of the United States, and 
say that any officer who has been for any pur- 
pose on furlough or on leave of absence for three 
months must necessarily be disbanded and go out 
of the public service. There is no analogy be- 
tween the legislation at an earlier period.of our 
history and that which is now proposed. 

Mr. FOSTER. We propose to increase our 
Army, instead of diminishing it, by calling for 
three hundred thousand more men. 

Mr. GRIMES. As the Senator frpm Connec- 
ticut has well said, we are calling for more men; 
we are calling for three hundred thousand more, 
I believe; so that these general officers will be re- 
quired for the public service doubtless. At any 
rate, is it not best to allow the War Department 
and the President of the United States to determ- 
ine for themselves whether they are not necessary 
for public service, whether it will not be necessary 
to retain them that they may command this new 
three hundred thousand levy when it shall be 
raised? Shall we step in and undertake to say, 
because a man has been put on furlough for three 
months—for nobody can tell the reason wh y—that 
that very fact incapacitates him for further public 
service in command ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, I fail to 
see, notwithstanding what the Senator from lowa 
has said, the wantof analogy between the cases. 
The Senator from Iowa says that the regular 
regiments during the last war with Great Britain 
were created by law. They were not created one 
particle more by law than the volunteers. The 
major generals and the brigadier generals now 
holding office, and doing nothing for the country 
excepting to draw their salaries, are the creatures 
of law, and as completely an enactment of law 
as were the forces called out during the war of 
1812, whether called regular soldiers or volun- 
teers. 

What is the distinction between your regular 
soldiers and your volunteers? I wish for one that 
that distinction was broken down. I believe it 
has been an injury to the service of the country. 
Your volunteers are enlisted for three years. So 
are your regular soldiers enlisted for three years. 
What is the difference between them? They are 
both brought out in pursuance of law. Will the 
Senator from lowa tell me that one of these or- 
ganizations is a creature of law more than the 
other, and that the rule that the President has 
not competent authority to act in reference to one 
is any more absolute than in reference to the 
other? Why, sir, I regard it as a misfortune en- 
tirely that this distinction should have been kept 
up. I think that the analogy, if you will look 
into the legislation, will be found to bé complete. 
At any rate I fail to see how it makes a distinc- 
tion upon the basis on which the Senator from 
Jowa places it, that those were regular forces 
called out in pursuance of law. So they all are; 
and the volunteers are just as brave, just as pa- 
triotic, and just as able to save the country, in my 
judgment, as what are called regular Army sol- 
diers. The distinction that has been kept up in 
the Army between them, in my judgment has 
only been prolific of difficulty, and I wish it did 
not exist. 

I have very little hope of being able to pass 
this bill with the unanimous report of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs against it; but I think 
ita very valuable bill. I think it is one that is 
called for by the interests of the country. I think 
it becomes us in this time of financial difficulty, 
when we want to husband the resources of the 
country, to see to it that supernumerary officers 
are notemployed by the Government simply to 
receive salaries and not perform service. The 
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fact set forth in the preamble to this bill cannot 
be controverted. What does it recite? 
Whereas it appears that many general officers in the 


regular— 


Itapplies to the regular a8 well as the volunteer 
force— 


and volunteer forces of the Army of the United States are, 
and have been for some time past, either entirely unem- 
ployed, or not on duty corresponding to their rank, thus hold- 
ing commissions and drawing pay and allowances witbout 
any equivalent services rendered to the Government, and at 
the same time standing in the way of the promotion and 
consequent increase of compensation of the officers of in- 
ferior grade who are performing the duties proper to such 
general officers: Now, therefore, &c. * 

I should like to inquire ofthe Senator from Iowa, 
who seems to take a special interest in keeping 
these persons in office, what is the objection to 
the bill? Certainly the Senator from Lowa is not 
in favor of keeping that class of persons in office 
designated and referred to in the preamble to this 
bill. What is the objection to the bill? An en- 
croachment on the executive prerogative? Not 
atall. I venture to say that the Executive will 
feel relieved rather than that his prerogative will 
be encroached upon by the passage of this act. 

Mr. CONNESS. That is the very point and 
purpose of the act. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Itis to relieve him, as my 
friend from California says. This bill does not 
necessarily and arbitrarily put out of service every 
unemployed officer. The President can retain 
him. He can put himin command if he does not 
wish to have him discharged. It willonly apply 
to that class of officers whom the Executive and 
the military authorities have no use for, and will 
afford the means of ridding the country of them, 
and enabling gallant and meritorious officers, who 
are performing service, to take the places to which 
they areentitled. Ido not regard it, therefore, in 
the light of an encroachment upon executive au- 
thority, but rather as a bill in aid of the execu- 
tion of his duties by the Executive, affording an 
easy way, without heart-burnings,without:special 


discriminations on the part of the Executive,which 


would prove injurious to the interests of the coun- 
try, to get rid of these unnecessary officers. 

Not being aware that the bill would come up 
this morning, | have not had an opportunity to 
look into the former legislation on this subject, 
but I think that this bill, when itis examined, will 
be found not inconsistent with the former legisla- 
tion of the country. Itcertainlyis not inconsist- 
ent in the points alluded to by the Senator from 
lowa. 

1 should prefer to have the dill go over rather 
than*take a vote upon it to-day, that we might 
look into the history of the Government on this 
subject a little further; but as it is brought up 
now, and there is very little hope, I presume, with 
this unanimous report of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs against it, of being able to pass the 
bill, [ do not know that I shall ask for its post- 
ponement; but I desired, at least, to call the at- 
tention of the Senate to it as one of great import- 
ance to the public service not only in the saving 
of money, but in arene to the men who deserve 
them the places occupied by men who do not de- 
serve them. 

Mr. GRIMES. When the Senator from Illi- 
nois shall coolly read the remarks he has made 
here to-day he will be able to judge for himself 
with how much fairness and ingenuousness he 
has treated this subject and put arguments into 
my mouth that I have not used. I have not inti- 
mated that I was the advocate of the worthless 
character of generals that are sought to be de- 
scribed in the preamble of this bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I said you were not. 

Mr. GRIMES. The Senator used language 
that carried the idéa that I stood here as the advo- 
cate of those men; and he put the inquiry to me 
whether or not I was the advocate of them, in 
that kind of manner and with that tone that in- 
dicated to the Senate, and to others who heard 
him, that I was the particular advocate and friend 
of that class of men. 
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Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Senator will allow 
me, I said expressly that I did not suppose the 
Senator from lowa wanted to keep those persons 
in the Army. 

Mr. GRIMES. I think, too, the Senator was 
kind enough in his remarks to undertake to raise 
with me an issue between volunteer and regular 
soldiers, as though I stood here as the advocate 
of the regulars in contradistinction to the volun- 
teer soldiers in the United States Army. 

Now, sir, what is the history of this matter? 
This bill was brought before the Senate by the 
Senator from Massachusetts. He moved to in- 
definitely postpone it. The Senator from Illinois 
rose to oppose thatmotion. He insisted that the 
bill ought to - instead of being indefinitely 
postponed, and as an argument in that behalf he 
quoted the authority of Congress at previous ses- 
sions. In reply to that I intimated to him that he 
was mistaken as to what the history of Congress 
was on this subject. According to my recollec- 
tion, I have not refreshed it for some years, but 
according to my recollection there have been four 
different revisions of the Army; once immediately 
after the revolutionary war, again in 1798, again 
in 1815, and again in 1819, when we reduced it 
to the minimum at which,.we have ever had an 
Army inthiscountry. The Army then was com- 
posed of regulars. Congress had declared that 
so many regiments, of such and such arms of the 
public service, should exist. Of course, there- 
fore, as I stated to the Senator, it required some 
legislation of Congress in order to get rid of those 
regiments. The President had no authority to 
disband those regiments. Congress, Wietahite, 
adopted a form of legislation in order to get rid 
of them, and they provided some means by which 
those who might be regarded as the better officers 
in the various regiments should be retained to 
command the regiments that remained after the 
other regiments had been disbanded. 

I insist that there is no analogy whatever be- 
tween the legislation that was had at either one 
of those periods and that which is sought to be 
had at this time. What is it that we propose 
now? We propose to declare by a solemn act 
of Congress that every major and brigadier gen- 
eral who has not been in active service during the 
period of ninety days, 1 believe, shall imme- 
diately upon the passage of this act lose his com- 
mission. One man may have been wounded; 
another, as in a case within my own knowledge, 
has been stricken by a paralysis caused by ex- 
posure in the field, and from which he is past 
recovery. This bill takes the commission out 
of that man’s pocket and returns him to his fam- 
ily and his constituents a disgraced man. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator is mistaken. 
The bill provides for just such cases. ‘Thereisa 
clause in it which covers them, 

Mr. GRIMES. Does not the bill go into effect 
absolutely ? 

Mr. FOSTER. Unless the President or some- 
body interferes with the operation of it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The bill is, ** but no off- 
cer is to be considered as included in the forego- 
ing provision whose absence from duty shall have 
been occasioned by wounds received or disease 
contracted in the line of his duty,” &c. 

Mr. GRIMES. Why not allowthe President 
to settle that question under the law as it now 
stands? Is it to be inferred that all the men who 
are not now oe employed, and have not been 
actively employed for the period designated in the 
bill, are not valuable public servants; that they 
have not done the best that they could according 
to their capacity in the respective commands that 
they have heretofore held? Are you going to al- 
low every man who happens to, have fallen under 
the pique of a commanding officer, and therefore 
has been relieved for a little while, to be stricken 
from the rolls? Does not the Senate know that 
some of our major generals or commanders of 
divisions and commanders of corps have their 
prejudices and prepossessions as well as other 
men, and that for some trivial cause many men 
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in the different corps of the Army have been sent | 
home from duty, and have remained off duty | 
during the length of three months? Is the Sen- 
ate willing that all that class of men shall at one 
fell swoop be stricken from your Army register? 
Is that fair? Why does not the Senator propose 
that these men shall be sent before a military 
board, and let that board pass upon their capacity ? 
If they have been derelictin their duty in the past, 
letthem be condemned. Ifthey have been wounded 
or stricken with paralysis, or are afflicted in any 
wey 80 that they would be incapacitated for com- | 
mands in the future, leta military board,composed | 
partly of medical officers, so decide; let these men 
be trented fairly; and not let us here, the Senate 
of the United States, without any sort of evidence 
before us, declare that every man who may have 
been relieved from and off duty for the space of 
three months in consequence, perhaps, of the pre- 
judice of his superior officer against him, shall be 
stricken from the rolls, and shall no longer be 
used in the public service. It strikes me, Mr. 
President, that a more unfair bill could not come 
under the consideration of the Senate. 

Mr. LANE, of Indiana, Mr. President, having 
sanctioned this report of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, | deem it proper to say a word in 
reference to the past legislation and present posi- 
tion of this question, At the last session of Con- 
gress a similar joint resolution passed the House 





of Representatives and failed to pass the Senate. || 


Early in the present session this bill was passed, 
and was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, mustering out, by an act of Congress, | 


arbitrarily, every officer who had not been em- |, 


ployed for the last three months in a command | 
commensurate with his rank inthe Army. The 
committee thought that unjust, and unwise, and | 
impolitic, Under the rules and regulations of the | 
Army prior to 1862 an officer could not be mus- | 
tered out of the service of the United States except | 
upon report of a court-martial sanctioned by the | 
Presidént; but it was thought at that time that | 

| 


discretion should be lodged somewhere to muster || 


unworthy officers out of the service, and Con- 
gress, by a general and sweeping law, conferred 
that power upon the President, the Commander- 
in-Chief of the Army and Navy, and that law is 
now in full force and full effect. It is proposed, | 
however, by this bill now to take that power from | 
the President, or if Senators prefer this statement 
of the case, to throw the responsibility upon Con- 
gress to do what the President has already been | 
fully authorized to do by law. 

This discretion must be lodged somewhere; and 
the question is whether itis more properly lodged 
with the Commander-in-Chief of the Army than 
with the Congress of the United States. Your 
officers in the field, your corps commanders, and 
division commanders, and commanders of de- 
partments, are required to report to the President 
through the Secretary of War, and they are sup- 
posed to know the efficiency and capacity of their 
officers, a knowledge which Congress, except 
from common report, the most fallible of all pos- 
sible means of information, can never possess. 
Here is a bill aimed at what I admit is an abuse, 
the keeping in office of incompetent or unworthy 
officers. It is an abuse we wish to correct. We 
have already provided for its correction by giving 
to the President an unlimited discretion as to the 
mustering out of officers, and the discretion, it 
seems to me, is properly lodged with the President, 
because all the reports of the subaltern officers are 
made to him, and not to Congress. How are we 
to know whether an officer is incompetent or nn | 
faithful except through reports of his superior 
commanders? Those reports only go to the Pres- 
ident through the Department of the Secretary of | 
War. 

We are asked, then, to legislate in the dark, to 
muster out every man who has not been in active 
command commensurate with his rank for ninety 
days. Is the Senate prepared to take any such 
responsibility, to act in the dark? What does 
this bill effect in terms and in spirit? Who 
assigns these mento activecommand? First, the 
President may assign any officer in the Army to 
any command that he chooses under the law. 
Then the Secretary of War; then the corps com- 
manders, the Commander-in-Chiefof the Army in 
the field, and division commanders; and any one 
of these men may, by a stroke of the pen, strike 
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| out of existence any officer in the Army; and we ! if there are men doing nothing, and unfit to do 


are now required to do precisely that thing by an 

act of Congress. 
This abuse is to be remedied—a great abuse; 
but how shall we remedy it most properly? By 
| referring it to the Commander-in-Chief, | think. 
| Whether it may be exercised properly and judi- 
| ciously or not Lam not prepared to say, for it does 
not, thank God, affect one single officer of the noble 
| Commonwealth which | in part represent upon 
this floor. They hafe their proper and commensu- 
rate commands, and have stood nobly up to those 
commands upona hundred battle-fields, from Cape 
| Hatteras to the frontiers of Arkansas. I then have 
no personal interest in this matter, but I ask the 
| Senate not by a sweeping act of legislation to strike 
| out of existence some twenty or thirty officers 
| without trial, who by possibility may have fallen 
| under the digpleasure of their division or their corps 
| commanders or of the Secretary of War. Itis not 
' the way to remedy the evil. You have already 
_done all that Congress is required to do; you 
have given the President that power, and it is his 
responsibility and not ours, and I am not willing 
| to roll this responsibility off upon Congress and 
legislate in the dark, when no officer is compelled 

| to report to us, 
| Mr.CONNESS. Mr. President, I do not agree 
| fully with the honorable Senator from Indiana, 
| that if this bill should be passed the entire re- 
sponsibility will necessarily be taken from the 
executive department and thrown upon the Sen- 


| ate and House of Representatives, because, as 


| was suggested by the honorable Senator from I!- 
linois, there are three months within which the 
Executive and the War Department may save 
| any generals to whom this can apply, if these de- 

artments deem them fit for public employment 


|| in the field; therefore, by the — of this bill, 


the responsibility will be still divided, and will 
not be thrown upon the legislative department of 
the Government. 

Now, sir, one word as to the origin and ne- 
cessity of this act. It originated in the House 
_ of Representatives, | believe, early last session. 


| Under what class of circumstances did it origin- 


Let us direct our attention to those cireum- 
Early in the conduct of this war nom- 

inations for high ranks were easily obtained; the 

result was that inefficient men, men unable and 
| unfit to conduct our armies to victory and success, 
| obtained the highest rank in the Army, and the 
consequences were losses in every direction to the 
national cause. Why, sir, at a certain period 
during the last session of Congress we desired a 
| new department cormmander for the Pacific depart- 
| ment, and,anxious to send an officer there of good 
ability, of high military skill, that that country 
/might be organized and prepared for an emer- 
gency likely to arise, possible at least to arise, I 
had several conterences with the Secretary of 
| War; I had an examination with that officer of 
| the long list of unemployed major generals and 

brigadier generals then under the pay of the Gov- 
/ernment and without public employment, and if 
| I were at liberty here to repeat the comment that 
| followed the name of each in those various con- 
| ferences it would demonstrate the necessity of 
action somewhere to rid the country of the un- 
necessary and profitless burden that those gentle- 
men in high rank, holding high commissions 
under the Government, imposed upon it. It was 
| five months before an officer deemed competent 
to send to that department could be selected by 


ate? 


|| the exercise of the greatest wisdom from the long 


list of the then unemployed generals in the United 
States Army. 

It was at that period of time, under that class 
of circumstances and facts, that this bill, ora like 
| bill, originated in the House of Representatives, 
| and was passed by that body. Pending the con- 
| sideration of the measure before Congress, | was 
| appealed to by the friends of generals out of em- 
| ployment, but yet in commission, more than 
| once, lest it should pass, and their heads should 





thus drop into the basket. My answer was, the 
only one I could give, ‘*My action upon this 
measure cannot depend upon its effect upon any 
| officer in the employ of the Government.’? The 
| executive department, it is true, has now full 
| power to say whom it will employ, when they 
| Shall beemployed, or whether it willemploy them 
at all or not; butif this is the condition of things, 


i} 
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anything, who are drawing hundreds of thousands 


of dollars from the public Treasury while we are 
nearly in a condition of public bankruptcy, and 
the executive department will not brush them out, 
as it should do, promptly and decidedly, then [| 
say, as I said to them, ‘It is the duty of Con. 
gress, and I will perform my part of it, to rid the 
country of the incubus of gentlemen holding high 
rank and performing duties, in consideration of 
their pay, upon courts-martial and upon funeral 
occasions and other like occasions.” 

Sir, there was and is a necessity for the passage 
of such an act. Senators may, if they choose, 
argue that that necessity was begotten by the 
non-exercise of the power given by Congress to 
the executive department. 1 answer that thus: 
when any departments of this Government wil! 
not promptly perform the duty that is theirs, and 
exercise the power that Congress imposes upon 
them, I hold it to be still the additional duty of 
Congress to come forward and speak and act 
and see that that power is exercised. Congress 
is but in the pursuit, in my opinion, of the proper 
exercise gf that power in the passage of the act 
now before us, and proposed to be indefinitely 
postponed by the honorable Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Why, sir, the list of unemployed general offi- 
cers was so greatas to preclude, as the honorable 
Senator from Illinois properly says, from pubjic 
employment in high military capacities the best 
and noblest men that have been in the military 
service since this war began. I will direct the at- 
tention of the honorable Senator who is chairman 
of the Committee on Military Affairs to a single 
case; | have spoken about itelsewhere before this; 
I now undertake to speak of it here. A colonel 
commanding a Massachusetts regiment, whom | 
well know, a graduate of West Point, a man in 
the prime of life,a man full of animal life and full 
of moral and physical daring, full of courage, full 
of wisdom, full of military knowledge, led his re- 
gimentatthe battle of Fredericksburg and stormed 
its heights where his men were cut to pieces, and 
he, himself, was almost cut to pieces; but after- 
ward, recovering and regaining his health, and 
being again fit for the field, no manner of recom- 
mendation or presentation could secure a briga- 
dier’s commission for him, and he was mustered 
out of the service, and passed through the streets 
of Washington during the June days of last sum- 
mer with the perspiration streaming from him as 
he led the noble little band of about one hundred 
and fifty that remained of his regiment back to 
their homes. I only state this as a single case. 
I can state another case. Recently we are in- 
formed that General Sherman hascalled for a par- 
ticular officer to be sent to him in his department— 
I mean Colonel Bowman, who commands at Wil- 
mington—because of his efficiency in a particular 
line of service, and than whom there is not a more 
intelligent, alle, or honest man or officer in the 
employment of the United States. He cannot be 
sent. Why? He cannot get rank. Why? Be- 
cause these miserableincumbrances are in the way. 
That is it, sir, and that is stated as the reason. 
The law permits but the nomination and appoint- 
ment of a certain number of major and brigadier 
generals, and if that number is filled up, and from 
motives of delicacy or regard for the friends of 
those who secure the appointments the appointees 
are to be kept in commission without regard to 
their capacity, the result is that the noblest and 
most splendid material that we have within the 
country is kept out of its service, and the public 
interests are thus embarrassed, obstructed, and 
injured. 

Now, sir, 1 happen to have no personal feeling 
in the case; but I cannot stand by and be the ad- 
vocate of keeping any man in the public employ- 
ment that the Government having the power to 
employ fails persistently toemploy, and by that 
failure testifies to us his inability for high public 
employment. 

I know, Mr. President, that it is a serious prop- 
osition to favor the passage of a bill the indefinite 
postponement of which is recommended . one 
of the highest committees of this body. I know 
that it is against the usage of the body, and I do 
not take position against the gentlemen composing 
the Military Committee, or against the commit- 
tee’s report, without doing itunder great difficulty; 





Md 
bg 
Ma 


ee 





bu 
fre 
de 


fl ee, i a 





of 


mm 
of 


es 


nd 
he 
lic 


nd 


ao 
d- 
V- 
to 
at 
hic 


p- 
te 
ne 
Ww 
lo 
ig 
il 


‘a 
x 
a 
rs 
& 


St ees 





Ree 





1865. 











THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 





but [ most heartily join hands with the Senator uice promoted. But now adopt this law, adopt He has the means of knowing whether they have 


from Illinois in the stand that he takes in favor of 
doing here what has been left undone by the ex- 
ecutive department, but whatis most necessary to || 
the country shall be done; for, sir, the country || 
and its services are worth more to us than the 
executive and all the other departments of the 
Government put together. The one you can re- 
organize and have again, for the countr always 
furnishes material; but defeated upon the battle- 
fields of the country in the present contest, you 
have no country and no Army reorganization. 

Sir, | hope that this bill will not be voted upon 
to-day, but that it will be more seriously consid- 
ered before a vote shall be taken, particularly a 
vote that shall result in its indefinite postpone- 
ment. Let each department of the Government 
courageously do its part; and let us go further than 
that; let us press each other’s department up to 
the performance of its duty, and then we can live 
against the world. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I assure the 
Senator from California that he need have no deli- 
cacy in opposing the action of the Committee on 
Military Affairs in this case. The committee 
acted according to its beat convictions. It pre- 
sented its reasons to the Senate. If they are sat- 
isfactory I hope the Senate will sustain the com- 
mittee in the indefinite postponement of the bill. 


‘If they are not, I hope the Senate will act up to 


its convictions, as the committee acted up to its 
idea of public duty. 

We alladmit, sir, that there are officers in com- 
mission as major generals and brigadier generals 
that ought to be mustered out of the service. 
Some of these officers are doing nothing, are out 
of employment. Others are attempting to do 
something; they are in employment, and some of 
our poorest officers of the country are to-day in 
the public service and ought to be mustered out. 
Some of the officers that are not in actual service 
ought to be mustered out, but notall of them. 
The responSibility is with the President of the 
United States, and the President ought to exercise 
the responsibility that rests upon him. 

Several officers have been mustered out during 
the past year. Some, I think, have been mustered 
out within the last four or five weeks, or have re- 
signed, knowing that otherwise they would be 
mustered out. All the facts in regard to the dif- 
ferent officers are in the possession of the War De- 

artment, in the possession of the President of the 
hited States; and in view of all the facts, in jus- 
tice to the officers, and, above all, in justice to the 
country, the Presidentoughttoact. The respon- 
sibility is upon him, and | want him to take it, and 
I am not willing to shift the responsibility that 
belongs to him from him upon the Congress of the 
United States by the passage of a law which will 
allow any commander of an army, or any com- 
mander of a corps, to throw a general officer out 
of the service, with the expectation that by the 
lapse of time this law will punish him and dismiss 
him absolutely from the service. 

I think, sir, that the passage of such a law will 
intensify and increase the rivalries and jealousics 
among the officers which already exist in the 
oe of the United States to a great extent. It 
is a fact,and we may as welladmititand act upon 
it, that in the Army there is more ambition, more 
rivalry, more jealousy, and more intrigue among 
high officers than there isin any other portion 
of our countrymen. I do not believe that in the 
most intensely excited political canvass of our 
country the ambitions and rivalries that belong 
to public men in civil life bearany comparison to 
the jealousies and rivalries and ambitions that 
manifest themselves in the Army of the United 
States. And, sir, | know that to be the opinion 
of all men who are acquainted with the Army and 
acquainted with the civil affairs of the country, 
and they will tell you so. At present an officer 
may be thrown out of actual service by the re- 
organization of corps, or divisions, or brigades, 
or from some other cause. I think it is the duty 
of the Executive to see whether the officer is out 
of service for good cause, or whether he is out 
of service by an accident, or out of service b 
reason of the opposition, jealousy, rivalry, or ill- 
feeling of his superior officer, and to act so as to 
do justice to the individual, and at the same time 
take care of the interests of the country. We 
ought to Te that by the President all these 
officers will be justly treated and the public ser- 
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It is proposed to dismiss from the service those 
who are out of employment and have been so for 
three months. Some of them, | know, ought to 
be dismissed, but others ought not to be, and the 
very mention of their names would satisfy the 
Senate of that fact. Adopt thisiron rule, dismiss 
them, and | think the effect in the Army will be | 
to induce men in superior commands to crush out 
officers whom they do not like by putting them 
out of service, knowing that by the expiration of 
a certain time they will be dropped from the rolls 
by the standing law of the country. I think too 
much power already exists with the commanders 
of armies and of corps over the fortunes of offi- 
cers under their command. Their power is great, 


this iren rule, and what will be the consequence ? | 


necessarily great in the field, and it ought to be | 


exercised justly, but it is not always so exercised. 
There are to-day able officers who are not in the 


public service, or, if in the public service, in 
positions where they ought not to be, owing to | 
differences of opinion or rivalries on the part of | 


officers who have been more fortunate than they, 
but who at one time were regarded as in no way 
their superiors, 

Now, sir, I do not believe that justice will be 
promoted by the passage of this bill, and I doubt 
very much whether the public service can in any 
way be promoted byit. There is nodoubtabout 
the power of the President to dismiss an officer; 
he has been exercising it, and 1 think that he 
should exercise it on all proper occasions. The 


power is with him; the responsibility is with him, | 


and I want him to bear it, and not shirk it or 
have any of his friends thrust it off upon a rigid 
iron rule adopted by Congress as a law. That, 
I think, was the view of the members of the Mil- 
itary Committee. We briefly stated in the report, 
which has been already read, our reasons for the 
recommendation we have made. I trust, at any 
rate, that the bill will not be passed without the 
greatest deliberation, and, in my judgment, it 
ought to be postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. POWELL. Mr. President, I have looked 
into this bill somewhat, and | am very clearly of 
the opinion that the report of the Military Com- 
mittee is correct, and | therefore hope that the 


motion made by the Senator from Massachusetts | 


will prevail. 
The Senator from Illinois and the Senator from 





California have both stated to the Senate that 
there are very many incompetent officers out of 
employment who are receiving pay. I dare say 
that is the truth; but it is equally certain that the 
power to dismiss those parties from the sefvice is 
now, by the law of the land, lodged in the Pres- 
ident of the United States. I think that if the 

ower to dismiss, without cause and without trial, 
is lodged anywhere, it should be with the Presi- 
dent, and upon that high functionary devolves the 
duty; and he, and he alone, is, and should be, re- 
sponsible to the country if ineflicient men are kept 
in the service. 

I understood from the Senator from Illinois that 
he thought that, perhaps, if these men were turned 
out it would lessen the number of officers of the 
rank of major general and brigadier general. I 
do not so understand the bill. It does not de- 
crease the number of brigadier generals or major 
generals, The very bill before us provides that 
when these persons shall be dismissed in the man- 
ner provided by it, the vacancy thereby occa- 
sioned shall be filled by promotions or new ap- 
pointments, as in other cases. If we were engaged 





in reducing the Army it would be eminently | 


discharged their functions properly more readily 
than the Senate has. As Senators have stated, 
the reports are all made to him through the War 
Office. [do not think that any man should be 
dismissed except for causes the most flagrant and 
almost self-evident, unless his conduct has first 
been investigated by a military court; but the law 
is notthatway. That the President has the power 
to remove officers without trial we know from 
every day’s practice. I fully concur with the 
Senator from Massachusetts when he says thatthe 
responsibility is on the President, and he should 
take it. [have nodoubt that if these officers should 
be dismissed the President willexercise the power 
according to the present law; but if you pass this 
bill you place every officer inthe Army who falls 
under the displeasure of a corps commander, or 
of the Seeretary of War, at the disposal of either 
of those functionaries; and he may be put outof 
the service by being kept from active duty for 
three months. He will go out at the end of that 
time by the mere operation of the law. We never 
should lodge such a power with those authorities, 
The power should be vested in the President, and 
in no one else. If it is made known to him that 
an officer is out of the service, and is incompetent 
to reénter the service, itis his duty to dismiss him, 


these particularly, or, indeed, inany times, unless 
he will exercise the power in such a case. If he 
has doubts whether the party is ineflicient and 


| incompetent, let him call a court of ing tiry to 


investigate the case, and let that court report to 
him so as to fully satisfy him, and then let him 
exercise the power. If itis a case in which he 
has no doubt about the incompetency of the man, 
let him decide without the intervention of acourt 
of inquiry. He is now clothed with all the power 
necessary; and | think the report of the Military 
Committee is wise and eminently proper. 

It was not my purpose in rising to go into any 
lengthy discussion of the bill, but merely to ex- 
press in a very brief manner my views upon the 
subject. 1 shall vote for the indefinite postpone- 
ment of the bill; and I think the Military Com- 
mittee deserve the thanks of the country for the 
very prompt manner in which they have acted, 


| and the very pointed and sensible report they 


have made on this subject. Let Mr. Linco!n, the 
President of the United States, if these parties are 
incompetent, turn them out of office and fill their 
places by competent men. 


Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, I do not allow 


| myself very often to vote against a recommenda- 


tion submitted here by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and since I am called upon to do so at 
this time, | feel obliged to state as briefly as L can 
| the reason why I shall do so. And I say in the 
outset that I am controlled by the facts and mainly 
by the logic submitted here by the committee. 
There is one conelusion of theirs with which I 
disagree, but all the rest of their report I cordially 
agree with. What is the position of the dom- 
mittee? It is, that a great abuse exists which 
imposes a heavy burden upon the ‘Treasury and 
agreat wrong upon our Army. ‘This bill pro- 
poses toterminateit. If itis enacted, it will term- 
inate that abuse. The abuse is that we have a 
large number of officers holding very high rauk 
and drawing very heavy salaries and doing no 
work. If wesay ‘ay’’to this bill which is now 
before the Senate, that abuse will be terminntd, 
| it will be ended. The committee recommend, 
| however, that we say **no” and not ‘fay,’’ wd 
the only reason, I believe, which they assign wiy 


and he is unworthy to be President, in times like 





proper, as Congress has done in several cases || we should thus vote is that we have already 
heretofore, to pass laws regulating the matter; || authorized the President of the United Siates to 
but the object of the bill is not to reduce the num- || do the very thing that this bill proposes to do. 
ber of general officers, but to displace them when- || Hence Senators say over and over again, We 
ever they have been out of service for the space || have left the responsibility with the President; do 
of three months, and let their places be filled by || not allow him to shirk it.’”?’) Why,sir, | humbly 
other appointments. | conceive that we have not thrown the responsi- 
1 do not think that we should amend the pres- || bility off ourselves at all. The President of. the 
ent law upon this subject. By the statute passed || United States has no more power to do this thing 
in 1862 we clothed the President with the power || than we have; all the authority he has he derive 
of dismissal, without even having a military com- || from us. Do we get rid of the responsibility our- 
mission to investigate the conduct of the officer || selves when we authorize another agent of the 
charged. I thought when that law was passed it || Governmenttodothis work? Itoughtto be done, 
was a great stretch of power; but such is thelaw, || say the committee; the abuse ought to be sperdily 
and the President has the power, before the setting || remedied, say the committee; but they say,“ We 
of the sun, to strike from the rolls of the Armiy |, will not remedy it because we have authorized 
every incompetent man; and if he does notdo it || another agent of the Government to remedy i.” 
the responsibility rests upon him, and him alone. || But it is not remedied, and since the original 
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power is in us, we are not discharged of that re- 
sponsibility until we have applied that power and 
corrected the abuse. So long, therefore, as the 
committee tell me that the abuse exists, and_tell 
me that by my vote | may correct it, | feel called 
upon to give my vote so that it will correct it. 

But it is said that it is doing great injustice to 
those officers whose commissions will be taken 
away from them by the passage of this bill; itis 
said that it subjects them to the arbitrary control 
of corps, division, and army commanders, and 
of the Secretary of War. I conceive that it does 
nosuch thing. A division commander may arbi- 
trarily and irrationally deprive the commander of 
a brigade of his command temporarily, but that 
order of his is not final; the President can correct 
it; and if the brigadier desires to retain his com- 
mission he has only to appeal to the Commander- 
in-Chief of the Army, and if he is fitted for it his 
command is given to him, which saves him from 
the operation of this bill. 

They talk to us very touchingly about the dis- 
grace to which officers are to be subjected by be- 
ing hurled out of the Army under the iron rule of 
anactofthe Legislature. Sir, when does disgrace 
fall upon an officer? Is it when he is struck from 
the pay-roll, or when he is struck out of the ser- 
vice of the Government? Is it when the paymes- 


| feel better satisfied with my own course if 


. ‘ it 
ter says to him ‘*I can give you your saiary no 


longer,”’ or is it when his superior officer tells him 


** You are no longer fit to command the armies of 
the United States?”’ I should suppose thatan offi- 
cer who was built upon the proper model would 
think that the last disgrace had fallen upon him 
when he was dismissed from hiscommand; when 
he was told finally by ultimate authority that he 
was notfittocommand. And I wantto say further, 
that according to my understanding of the thing, 
the man who will submit to hold a commission 
and to draw his pay month after month and year 
after year after he has been told by the Govern- 
ment that he is not fit for the command that his 


rank would otherwise entitle him to, is not fit to | 
hold any commission in the Army of the United 


States. 


not be allowed to serve in its armies, he will ‘tell 


the Government “I do not any longer want your | 


a 
This is no fanciful rule of action. I have seen 


it illustrated in the course of this war, and I take | 


pleasure in saying that | know to-day of one of- 
ficer who resides in the State of Wisconsin who 
once held the commission of a major general in 
our armies, who led your arms to victory at 
uka—a man withouta bad habit and almost with- 


out a weakness in his profession, educated to the | 
rofession of arms, as gallant a man as | know— | 


in point of fact weighing not less than one hun- 
dred and cighty-five pounds of concentrated chiv- 
alry and capacity; but the command of the very 
troops that he had led to victory was taken away 
from him. I think it was a grave error of judg- 
ment, nota malicious one,by any manner of means; 
but the command was taken away from him, and 
when he was told by the Government that he was 
not suitable tocommand, he told the Government 





that he was not worthy of their pay, and he tend- 
ered his resignation at once, which was accepted. 
[ think any officer who feels accurately what be- 
longs to his position would take the same course. 

But what is the injustice that can be done? 
First, he is dismissed from hiscommand. He is 
earning nothing for the Government. This bill, 
if it is enacted, proposes then to take away from 
him his commission. What does that do? It 
does not disgrace him, as | have said, because the 
disgrace has already been inflicted upon him. It 
takes away from him the peupensibliities of an 
officer; it remits him to his usual employment, his 
- usual avocation. It says to him, ** You are no 
longer under any obligation to serve the Govern- 
ment of the United States, and therefore the Gov- 
ernment of the United States does not pay you 
any more; go about your own pursuits.”’ hat 
is the injustice done him in the matter of dollars 
andcents? You deprive him simply of thatexcess 
which the Government pays him as a brigadier or | 
major general over what he can earn as a private 
citizen. I believe that pretty much all of them | 
tell us that they could earn a great deal more in | 
private life than they get from the Treasury, and | 


pretty much all of them tell us that they want | 


| Army. 


| arraigned General Jackson out of his office. That 


| Constitution this clause giving plain power to 


_ If he has a proper spirit, when he is told || 
authoritatively by the Government that he can- 
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theory, you are doing them only solid, substantial | 
justice by saying to them ** We will not keep you 
on our rolls any longer, we will not hold you under 
any obligation to serve us any longer; go about 
your own work, attend to your own business, 
make your own fortunes.”’ 

There is, therefore, no disgrace possible under 
the operations of the act, and, as it seems to me, 
no injustice of any kind possible under the opera- 
tions of it. It will rminnte that which the com- 
mittee tell us is still a crying abuse, and is the only 
way we do absolutely know in which that abuse 
can be terminated. And yet Senators reason that 
no sort of responsibility attaches to them in the 
premises, although they may vote down a measure 
that will put an end to the very evil of which we all 
have so much reason tocomplain. I think J shall 
vote 
in favor of the passage of the bill which willend 
the evil, rather than vote against it. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I occupy the 
same position with the Senator from Wisconsin 
who has just taken his seat. I will vote for this 
measure. I believe that Congress has unques- 
tionable power to passit, and that Congress ought 
to pass it. Ithas been a good while since | looked 
at that portion of our legislative history to which 





1 am about to refer; but, according to my recol- 
lection, some time after the close of the last war 
with Great Britain Congress by its legislation 
provided for the reduction of the United States 
At that time we had two major generals, 
General Brown and General Jackson; and the 
legislation of Congress was in such form that it 


is my recollection; but I ye, hs be entirely ex- 
act in relation to the facts. But, sir, | find inthe 


Congress to act upon the subject: 
** The Congress shall have power to make rules for the 
government and regulation of the land and naval forces.’ 
Now, sir, what would be the effect of this bill 
if it were to pass? It would be simply to estab- 





lish an additional rule and regulation for the gov- 
ernment of the Army. It would provide that if 
a general officer is out of service for a certain 
length of time (and if the time named is too short 
it may be extended) the President shall be re- 
quired to dismiss him from the service. Itis ad- 
mitted on all hands that this bill if passed will rid 
the Army and the Government of a large num- 
ber of incompetent officers. If that would be the 
result it certainly ought to pass. Those officers 


| were incompetent at the beginning; they are in- 


competent now. Their incompetence was just as 


_ well known when they were appointed as it is at 





{ 


their compensation increased. Upon their own || 


this time. They were not appointed for military 
reasons, but they wereappointed for political effect. 
The case, though, is stronger against them, be- 
cause they have demonstrated in repeated fields of 
practical failure their utter incompetence for their 
commands; and notwithstanding the dishonor that 
is broughtupona high and chivalrous soldier, ac- 
cording to the principle suggested by the Senator 
from Wisconsin, by having his name withdrawn 
from the list of high officers in actual command, 
they have had the callousness to hold on to their 
commissions and to their stations merely for emol- 
ument, regardless of the true honor of a soldier. 
Now, | say that these men ought to be reached; 
they oughtto be displaced from positionsin which 
they are drawing high salaries, and which they 
are altogether incompetent to fill. 

I concede that the President had the power be- 
fore the passage of the law adverted to by the 
honorable Senator from Indiana to dismiss these 
men from office. I think so; not by any legisla- 
tion, | admit, but I maintain that he had the 
power as Commander-in-Chief. Waiving, how- 
ever, that point, the act to which my honorable 
friend has referred gives him the plain and un- 
questioned right to dismiss these men. He ought 
to have done so before this. It was incumbent 
upon him to do so, I think, in the proper per- 
formance of his duty. It was his own act that 
placed incompetent men in office; and when their 
incompetence was demonstrated by repeated fail- 
ures, and the Congress of the United States had 
authorized and instructed him by a positive law 
to dismiss them from office, he ought to have | 
stood up to the performance of his duty, and he | 
ought to have dismigsed them from offices which | 


they were unable to fill. | 


Sir, | wish thig measure could have a more 
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edie ”) 
speedy operation, and I would like to have it ap. 
ply to some men who have been in the service 
for the last three months, as well as some wh» 
have been out of it. The great incompetent, 
whose cowardice and want of military capacity 
has brought nothing but discomfiture and dis. 
honor upon his country’s arms from the battle of 
Big Bethel to the siege of Fort Fisher, ought 
walk the plank under some such regulation as 
this; and not only he, but many others. 

I think that the members of the House of Rep. 
resentatives who got up this measure,and whose 
persevering advocacy succeeded in passing it 
through that House, deserve the commendation 
of Congress and of the country; and instead of 
the bill being postponed indefinitely, I think it 
ought to be taken up and passed by the Senate. 
And, sir, I am in favor of it for a greater and a 
much more important consideration than any 
which has yet been adverted to. The Congress 
of the United States have the power to raise and 
disband armies; they have the power to authorize 
and to create offices; they have the power to abol- 
ish those offices, and to remove, by the abolition 
of an office, the officer from it. They have aright, 
by their repeal of laws passed, or by a modifica- 
tion of existing laws, to disband armies, and, in 
my judgment, it is going to become the most mo- 
mentous question of the day, of the country, and 
of the Government, how far this power of dis- 
banding armies shall be exercised by Congress. 
The time is approaching, | hope, when we shall 
have peace in the land, when the rebellion will 
be put down, when the authority of the United 
States will be reasserted in all the States and in 
every square foot of territory of the United States. 
When that time comes it will leave in the field and 
in the service of the nation from half a million to 
a million of men in arms. How can you, safe'y 
for the country, safely for its liberties, for its Con- 
stitution,and for its Government, and for the pub- 
lic welfare, disband such a vast army? It is one 
of the gravest questions, in my judgment, that 
will commend itself hereafter to the serious atten- 
tion of American statesmen and legislators. 

We all know the esprit du corps of military men, 
We all know how the officers and soldiers of an 
army become attached to their profession, and the 
feeling is now growing and being consummated 
in the country that the Army is the profession of 
the men who now constitute it. ‘They are look- 
ing to it for their future support. The officers are 
looking to it for promotion, for additional author- 
ity and compensation and consideration by pro- 
motion. The privates and all who are attached 
to the Army are looking to it as their profession, 
distinct from the other professions in the country. 
They are looking to it as a matter in which they 
have a peculiar interest, an interest steady, chiv- 
alrous, and persevering as that which has always 
characterized the votaries of all the armies of all 
the countries of the earth to their profession, to 
their army. 

I want the Congress of the United States to 
familiarize themselves with the power by its exer- 
cise. 1 want them to understand and appreciate 
that they have an unlimited discretion and right 
to legislate in relation to the Army, and in relation 
to the repeal of laws authorizing the organization 
of the Army, either in its men Gr its officers, and 
a full right to pass laws to dispose of that Army 
and to disband it by the peaceful legislation of the 
law-making power. The time is coming when 
that power will have to be exercised; and whether 
it will be permitted by the Army to be peacefully 
exercised for the good of the country and tle 
maintenance in perpetuity of the Government and 
the liberties of the people is a question that is 
fraught with immense doubt and difficulty in my 
mind, and I fear that that doubtand difficulty wil! 
become practical and obvious to the whole land 
in the course of a very few years. 

I have merely adverted to this as the leading 
idea upon which I am induced to give my support 
to this measure. If the measure ts wrong in any 
of its details, if it will work injustice or injury to 
meritorious men, let the bill be referred back to tlic 
same committee or to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary,and there let it be amended so that no such 
injurious results to individuals can arise from |. 
But, sir, when the country is about to come into 
a condition where the principle involved in this 
measure will be of immeasurable importance to 
our Government and people, to give it the go-by 
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by an indefinite postponement would in my judg- 
ment be eminently unjust both to the country and 
to Congress. ' 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Mr. President, I was 
gratified when the committee made this report. | 
had hoped that it would have satisfied the judg- 
ment of the distinguished Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. Davis] in favor of the motion made by the 
Senator from Massachusetts. . I always listen to 
the Senator from Kentucky with pleasure, but 
the argument which he has presented has failed 
to satisfy me that the committee in their recom- 
mendation are wrong. Indeed, I think the Sen- 
ator has met his own argument. He says that 
the officers coming within the provisions of this 
bill who are found unworthy of the public service 
ought to be immediately dismissed. That is very 
true; all Senators will agree to that proposition; 
but is the Senator right sure that officers not qual- 
ified for the rank which they have attained are 
found in larger numbers out of service than those 
having commands at this time? 

The Senator has illustrated to some extent by 
a reference to a very distinguished military com- 
mander who sent a force to Bethel and recently 
commanded at Fort Fisher, and the Senator says 
that that commander ought to be dismissed from 
the service. I am not going to controvert his 
position in that regard; but this bill will not reach 
him. This bill will not reach another distinguished 
commander who lost an army in the department 


of Louisiana last year under circumstances that | 


shocked the whole country. This bill will not 
reach another commander wearing one star that 
I know of, who has two or three times been 
ordered to the front, as is understood, yet, be- 
cause he could command a political influence here 
in Washington, has been allowed to discharge 
duties that ought to be discharged by a provost 
marshal alone for two years since he has been 
made brigadier. I think, sir, if we run over the 
whole list of officers we shall find more men who 
have been able to command political power and 
influence enough to hold them in command than 
men out of command to-day who are unfit for the 
service. 

I understand that prior to 1862 the President of 
the United States possessed the power to dismiss 
from the Army any officer, but the usage had been 
so uniform that the President should not so dismiss 
except upon a finding of a court-martial or court 
of inquiry, that it became almost the common law 
of the Army, and the President dared not, in the 
presence of the Army dismiss a man without the 
support of the finding of some military court. 
The act of 1862 was intended to relieve him from 
that embarrassment, as | understand, and toallow 
him arbitrarily, and without reason, to dismiss an 
officer from the public service. That power has 
been exercised. It is now possessed to the 
broadest extent. I dare say that Senators at the 
time observed the remarkable exercise of this 
power in respect to a lieutenant in New Hamp- 
shire. I happen to have in my drawer the order: 

War DEPARTMENT, AnJUTANT GENPRAL’sS OFFICE, 
Wasuineron, March 13, 1863. 
[Special Order, No. 119.]} 


33. By direction of the President the following officers 


are hereby dismissed the service of the United States: 
. 7 * * * * * * * * 


Lieutenant A. G. Edgerly, fourth New Hampshire vol- 
unteers, for circulating copperhead tickets. 
* * * * * * 7” * * * 

By order of the Secretary of War: 

L. ‘THOMAS, Adjutant General. 
To the Governor oF New Hampsuire. 


No reason is given connected with the service 
of this lieutenant, and I take it no reason could be 
found for his dismissal connected with the ser- 
vice, else it would have been assigned. A polit- 
ical reason alone could be assigned. I am not 
going to comment upon the language that is here 
used, which ought not to be found in any mouth ex- 
ceptthat of a scavenger who does the dirty work 
of a political party; nor am 1 going to speak of 
the hardship done to the lie@tenant, who, I un- 
derstand, had stood in the roughest scenes of bat- 
tle, and carried upon his body wounds received 
in the public service. I think the order could not 
have been known to the President, and I hope 
not to the Secretary of War. I allude to it sim- 
ply to show that the President now, by the action 
of Congress, is clothed with power to dismiss 
officers from the service without a reason, and 


| 
Mr. LANE, of Indiana. In some instances we 


not a very high officer, but one against whom I 
understand no accusation could be brought, or 
else that accusation would have found its way 
into this order instead of a political reason. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will 
pause to allow the Chair ® receive a message 
from the House of Representatives. 


THANKS TO GENERAL W. T. SHERMAN. 


A message was received (om the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, 
announcing that the House had passed a joint 
resolution (H. R. No. 131) tendering the thanks 
of the peopie and of Congress to Major General 
William ‘Tl’. Sherman, and the officers and soldiers 
of his command, for their gallant conduct in their 
late brilliant movement through Georgia. 

Mr. LANE, of Indiana. If my colleague will 
| pardon me for a moment, I desire to ask the Sen- 
| ate to take up the resolution of thanks to General 
Sherman and his army, which has justcome from 
the House of Representatives, for the purpose of 
having it passed immediately. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Certainly, I yield. 

Mr. LANE, of Indiana. I move that thatjoint 
resolution be taken up and passed at once, with- 
out reference toa committee, for I think the coun- 
try understands it. 

The VICEPRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Indiana asks unanimous consent to proceed to 
| the consideration of the resolution just commu- 
|| nicated from the House of Representatives. Is 
|| there any objection ? 
| Mr. TRUMBULL. I think we referred the 
| other resolutions in regard to the Lieutenant Gen- 
| eral and Admiral Farragut, and this had better 
take the usual course. 


have referred such resolutions and in some not. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any ob- 
jection to preceeding to the consideration of the 
resolution? The Chair hears none. 

By unanimous consent, the joint resolution (H. 
R. No, 31) tendering the thanks of the people 
and of Congress to Major General William T. 
Sherman, and the officers and soldiers of his com- 
mand, for their gallant conduct in their late bril- 
liant movement through Georgia, was read twice. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Is it now proper to move 
to commit the resolution? I believe the proper 
stage for that motion is when the joint resolution 
has been read a second time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A motion to refer 
is now in order. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I move that the joint res- 
olution be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs and the Militia; and in making that mo- 
tion I wish to say that I doso in accordance with 
what I think has been the practice of the Senate, 
and not because I have any opposition to the res- 
olution. The whole country appreciates.—I cer- 
tainly do—the distinguished services of Major 
General Sherman; but ] tnink we had better not 
| take the resolution out of the ordinary course. 
| The committee can report it back to-morrow. The 
reference will not delay it. I think we pursued 








thanks to the other high officers to whom we have 
tendered the thanks of Congress. It is simply 
with that view, and not out of hostility to the res- 
olution, that | make the motion to refer. 

Mr. JOHNSON. It has not been the uniform 
| course to refer resolutions of this description to a 
committee; and even if it was a general rule to 
make such a reference, there are certainly oc- 
casions which should be considered exceptional, 





it is furnished, perhaps, by the case before the 
Senate. 
tanooga to Atlanta almost unrivaled for the gal- 
lantry and skill displayed, and its successful 
termination, but the progregg of the march from 
| Atlanta through Georgiaa distance of three hundred 





a similar course in pe ape to the resolutions of | 


and if there could be any exception to a rule of | 
that description, admitting a generai rule to exist, || 


Not only was the campaign from Chat- | 











| 


| offered. 





| 
| 
} 
| 
} 
| 
| 


| 
| 


land as well as of France thought that it was a 
dubious undertaking, and would, in all human 


| probability, terminate in defeat. Ithas, however, 
| terminated most brilliantly and successfull y, and 


it has not merely terminated in the examp'e of a 
brilliant military achievement, but it seems from 
the indications of the day to have brought about 
very strong grounds for believing that it will con- 
tribute one largely to putting an end to the re- 
bellion. e see by the papers of to-day that the 
citizens of Savannah, elie all of whom have 
remained, (for the population of the city is said 
to be now some twenty or twenty-five thousand, 
and it never exceeded the latter number,) are ral- 
lying around the standard planted by Sherman in 
their midst, and are anxious to return to its pro- 
tection, and have petitioned the Governor of the 
State to call a convention for the purpose of con- 
sidering whether it is not the interest, as well as 
the high moral and political duty of the State her- 
self, to lay down her arms and again become one 
of the United States, protected by the Constitu- 
tion and by the banner known to the Consti- 
tution. . 

A word more, sir, and I shall take my seat. 
However proper it might have been, even if there 
was a uniform rule, to make the reference sug- 
gested by the Senator from Illinois, yet as the 
motion of the Senator from Indiana was to take 
the resolution up that it might be acted upon at 
once, a delay now in acting upon it, (although 
1 am sure such is not the motive that governs the 
Senator from Illinois or would govern any other 
member of the Senate,) would be considered per- 
haps by the public as an intimation or an indica- 
tion that there was on the part of some one mem- 
ber of the Senate an unwillingness to award this 
tribute to that gallant officer and his men. 

For these reasons I trust that my friend from 
Illinois will withdraw his motion, or if he cannot 
consent to do that from the sense of duty, which 
I am sure actuates him, that the Senate will re- 
fuse the reference. 


Mr. FOSTER. Mr. President, the thanks of 


| Congress to an officer for gallant service | deem 


to be an honor and a great honor; but it is only 


| when they are cordially, and without hesitation, 


If we are to hesitate and higgle about 
thanking an officer or an army, 1 think we had 
better do nothing about it. 1 hope we shall act 
upon this resolution without a reference. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. President, when General 
Sherman cut loose from Atlanta, and marched 
upon the coast, it was said that he violated all the 
proprieties and rules of the military service. I 
would be glad, in this instance, to violate the 
practice of the Senate, and give him the thanks 
of Congress at once. 

Mr. ‘TRUMBULL. Mr. President, it is a 
very unpleasant position for a member of the 
Senate to be placed in, to endeavor to preserve 
its rules and regulations and ordinary course of 
proceeding in a case like this. It is a very awk- 
ward position to object to giving the thanks of 
Congress to any of our gallant officers who have 


| performed valuable service in the field, when the 
| motion is made. 


We have had several motions 
of this character since this war began; and ithas 
been said in the Senate and it has been thought 
that it would be more complimentary to the officer 
that the thanks of Congress should be delib- 
erately expressed rather than that in the excite- 
ment of the moment when a resolution is intro- 
duced the vote should be taken upon it immedi- 


/ ately. I presume that this resolution will receive 
| the unanimous vote of this body, the vote of 


| vote of thanks to another officer and cal 


| miles, with an army of fifty or sixty thousand | 
|} men, without losing a man hardly, and finally || 
|| capturing the city of Savannah without firing a |) 
|| gun, will, in the history of military affairs, the || 
| world over, be considered not only as without | 
|| example, but as an achievement that the imagin- | 


ation of man, in advance, hardly thought to be 
possible. Not only did the press of this country 
look upon that march with the greatest soliettude, 


that that power has been exercised in the case of |) but tw European press, the military press of Eng- | 


* 


every member init; butif you pass it now in this 
way, some Senator to-morrow may propose a 
upon 
the Senate to acton it immediately, and will any- 
body object then to immediate action? You will 
now have adopted the principle of allowing these 
resolutions to go through without receiving the 
ordinary cunpibepasion of Congress; and having 
adopted that rule, then if a member of the Senate 
objects he will be understood as hostile to the 
vote of thanks. 

Notwithstanding what the Senator from Mary- 
land has said would be understood by the coun- 
try, there can be no such understanding in this 
case. 1 took occasion to state distinctly, whenl 
moved to refer this resolution, that the country 
acknowledged the gallantser vices of General Sher- 
man, that I certainly did, and thatthe motion was 
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made with no such view, but with a view to make | law to see what the precedents had been, nor to 


these thanks, when they are given, worth some- 
thing, not to cheapen the thanks of Congress and 
have them given on mere motion without consid- 
eration, but let the deliberate thanks of the rep- 
resentatives of the people and of the States be 
piven to this commander after consideration. 
‘l’'here is no haste about this, whether it is to-day 
or to-morrow. 
morrow reported by the Senator from Indiana 
with the unanimous indorsement of the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and let usthen give it the 
unanimous sanction of the Senate. [| think it 
would then be more valuable. I think thatisthe 
course which the Senate ought to adopt upor this 
oceasion; but I shall not vote against the reso- 
lution of thanks because it is pressed to a vote 
to-day, if the Senate think proper to do so, for 
whenever the question comes I shall vote for the 
resolution, and am quite as much for it as any of 
those gentlemen who would hasten it through 
without its taking the ordinary course, and I think 
the usual course would be more complimentary 
to the gallant commandgr whom it is intended to 
compliment than if the resolution 1s passed in this 
hasty and, perhaps | may say, indecent way. 
Mr. DAVIS. I concur in everything that the 
honorable Senator from Illinois has said. There 
18 not amember of this body that will givea more 
cordial vote in favor of the resolution than I will, 
because I believe that the gallant general who is 


Let the resolution come back to- | 


made its subject has render d more brilliant and | 
important service to his country in the conduct | 
of the armies than any other who is now or has | 
been heretofore in the service; but notwithstand- | 


ing that is my opinion I would much prefer that 
this resolution should pass in the order and with 
the deliberation that would give it the highest 
moral value to the hero whom it is intended to 


honor, and that it would be mostacceptable to his | 
feelings, and I think if itwas done deliberately it | 
would have more effect upon his just estimate of | 


the tribute than by its beimg hurried through the 
Senate. 
The motion to refer was not ogreed to. 

- The joint resolution was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, reported to the Senate with- 
out amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed unanimously. 


UNEMPLOYED GENERALS—AGAIN. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bili (H.R. No. 586) to drop from the roils of the 


consider the phraseology of the bill very partic- 
ularly. Since the discussion has been going on I 
have looked back at the former legislation of Con- 
gress somewhat,and have examined the bil! more 
carefully. Now, sir,4 cannot expect, with this 
unanimous report of the Committee on Military 


_ Affairs, that anything I may say will be likely to 


change their opinion, or what will probably be the 
opinion of the Senate; but 1 wish to come back 


| to the evil which is complained of and to show to 


Senators, if they will give me their attention, and 
to the country, the exact position which we occupy 
in defeating this bill; to show that so far from the 
bill being inconsistent with precedent it is sus- 
tained by the direct action of Congress ata former 
veriod of the history of the Government; that it 


| is a duty as much incumbent upon us as upon 


the Executive to remedy an evil, and the com- 


| mittee themselves, in their own report, confess 


that it is an evil which ought to be remedied. 
Now, sir, what say this committee unani- 
mously? The Committee on Military Affairs say 
that **many general officers in the regular and 
volunteer forces of the Army of the United States 
have been and now are unemployed, or not on 
duty corresponding with their rank.’’? The Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs unanimously say that 
these officers ‘* hold commissions and draw pay 


/ and allowances without any equivalent service 


Army unemployed general oflicers, the pending || 


question being on the motion of Mr. Wizson to 
stpone the bill indefinitely. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. By the act of 1862 all 
officers of the Army were made dependent directly 
upon the pleasure of the President for their posi- 
tions. In order to hold their positions, as well as 
to secure promotion, they had to be in favor at 
the city of Washington. I do not believe that 
the public service was promoted thereby; but the 
President in the exercise of the power conferred 
upon him by that law was answerable directly to 
the country. If he dismisseda man high in com- 
mand, the friends of that individual would to 
some extent vindicate his reputation, if it was an 
arbitrary and unjust act; and therefore there was 
some security to the officer even in the exercise of 
sohigha powerasthat law confers. But whatis 
now proposed? Not to do this thing directly, but 
indirectly. ‘The Secretary of War, desiring to 
strike atsome officer in the Army (if sucha thing 
can be presumed) will not dismiss the officer, 
which would attract public attention,and would 
rally his friends to his vindication, but will simply 
withdraw him from command. The country may 
say “* For the time being the services of this man 
are not required, thereis no place for him.’’ That 
might be the judgment for the time being of the 
country; but at the end of three months this man 
is found out of the service by an indirect proceed- 
ing, and the responsibility attaches nowhere. I 
say, sir, that under such a law the honor of the 
officer in the field is not safe. I prefer that the 
arbitrary power shall be possessed by the Presi- 
dent, to be exercised under his responsibility to 
the country, rather than to enact a sweeping law 
like this. 1 shall vote for the motion made by 
the Senator from Massachusetts, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, when this 
bill was first brought to the consideration of the 
Senate to-day | had not had time to look into the 





a 


rendered to the Government;”’ and the Committee 
on Military Affairs unanimously say that atthe 
same time these officers stand in the way of the 
promotion and consequent increase‘of compensa- 
tion of the officers of inferior grade who are per- 
forming the duties proper to such general officers.’” 
The Committee on Military Affairs further say 
that ** this is burdensome to the Treasury, unjust 
to meritorious officers in the field, and should be 
speedily remedied;’’ yet they propose to do noth- 
ing to remedy it. The Committee en Military 
Affairs further say that— 

* Economy, justice, and the efficiency and general in- 
terests of the military service alike demand that where gen- 
eral officers inthe regular and volunteer forces of the United 
States are found to be unfit for commands, and who are 


consequently unemployed or employed on duty not corre- 
sponding to their rank, they should be mustered out of the 


| service, and that the vacancies thus created should be filled 


by new promotions and appointments, in order that the offi- 
cers of an inferior grade who are performing the duties 
proper to such general officers may be promoted to the rank 


| and receive the pay, allowances, and ¢mojuments of such 


general officers.”? 
After stating that, after recapitulating the evil, 
saying thateconomy and justice and the efficiency 


| and general interests of the military service re- 


quire that this evil should be remedied, what is the 
conclusion? ‘Therefore we, the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, recommend the indefinite postpone- 


| ment of the bill which proposes to remedy it! 





| That is the logic. 


That is exactly what the com- 


mittee recommend, We acknowledge the evil, 


| and therefore we propose indefinitely to postpone 


the bill which will remedy it! Why? Because 
the President of the United States has the power 
toremedy it. Well, sir, but he does not exercise 
his power. You say in your report that he does 
not; that these men are holding office; you remit 
it to the President, as you have been remitting it 
to him,andithas notbeendone. The evil exists. 


| The efficiency of the military service requires it to 
| be remedied. 


You have the power to remedy it; 
but somebody else has the power; and because 
somebody else will not exercise it, therefore we 
will not exercise it, but will let the military service 
sufferand let unemployed-officers receive pay, let 


| Injustice be done to inferior officers who are per- 


forming theduty which belongs to those superiors; 
we will not remedy it though we have the power, 
because, forsooth, the President of the United 
States has the power, and yet he will not remedy 
it! Is not that the position? Can we go before 
the country, can we go before officers of the Army, 
can we do justice to gurselves while we occupy 
such a position? 

I have before me a letter from the Secretary of 
War, communicated to the House of Represent- 
atives on the 31st of March last, in which he 
states that there were in the service of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States one hundred and 
sixty-two colonels commanding brigades and di- 
visions in your Army. One hundred and sixty- 
two colonels; the very men who have led your 
brigades and your divisions in battle, who have 
borne your flag in triumph from the mouth of the 
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Olio to the Gulf, and from Atlanta to Savannah, 
who have carried your flag to the heart of Arkan- 
sas, and have nearly crushed out this rebellion; 
and for two years and more, many of them bear. 
ing wounds upon their person, and having led 
divisions in battle time and again, are not per- 
mitted to have either the rank or the pay of a 

eneral, because somebody else at home in the 

tate of Illinois or the State of New Hampshire 
or the State of Massachusetts, draws the pay and 





| hasthe rank of general! Is this right? And shall 


we stand here quibbling whether we shall do our 
duty and complain of the Executive that he does 
not do his? Sir, let us go along hand in hand 
with the Executive; let us move on shoulder to 
shoulder with the Executive; and if he fails jin 
any of the great responsibilities devolved upon 


| him, and we have the power to uphold his hands, 


let us exercise and assert that power. 

Mr. LANE, of Indiana. Will the Senator par- 
don me for one moment? This bill, if it passes, 
does not compel the mustering out of service of 
anybody. It only provides for mustering out of 
service those who are not employed for three 
months. Who hasthe right to employ them? ‘The 
President has the right to assign them to com- 


_mands or not, precisely as he pleases,and so has 
| the corps commander and the department com- 


mander; and, after all, the discretion rests with 
the President; and your bill is utterly ineffective 
unless the President chooses to carry it out. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. What, then, becomes of 
this complaint of an arbitrary rule, and this talk 


| of a Procrustean bed that 1s to be applied to 
| everybody, and to strike men out at the end of 
| three months at any rate? 


What becomes of the 
argument of the Senator from lowa, whem | am 


| sorry not to see now in his seat [Mr. Grimes} 


that this wasan arbitrary rule; and of the remarks 
of the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Powexu;} 
and I had almost said, of the remarks of the Sen- 
ator from Indiana himself, but | am not sure that 
he made use of that argument? We have been 
told that this is an arbitrary rule to dismiss men 
from the service; and now, lo and behold! itis 
merely a bill leaving it, after all, to the discretion 
of the President. 1 think this bill would amount 
to something. I agree that a discretion is left by 


| the bill to the Executive, and it does not dismiss 


from the public service every officer who has been 
unemployed for three months. It provides ex- 
pressly that ** no officer is to be considered as in- 
cluded in the foregoing provision whose absence 
from duty shall have been occasioned by wounds 
received or disease contracted in the line of his 
duty while in the military service of the United 
States, or by his being a prisoner of war in the 
hands of the enemy, or under parole.’’ It does 
not provide for dismissing any of these persons 
who are thus disabled from performing theirduty. 
It applies only to such as shall have been contin- 
uously out of the service for three months prior 
to the 15th day of February, 1865. If the Presi- 
dent wishes to retain in the service any of these 
officers who are not now performing actual ser- 
vice, it is easy enough for him to give them em- 
ployment between now and the 15th of February; 
or, if that is too soon, put it the 4th day of July 
next. Itis not the detail of the bill that is ob- 
jected to, but the principle of the bill is objected 
to by the Military Committee. For myself, when- 
ever there is evil existing in the country, and the 
legislative authority has the power to correct that 
evil, | hold it to be our duty to exercise that 
power. 

But it has been said that some division com- 
mander may retire a man from service for three 
months, and then he will be dropped by the effect 
of this bill. How can a division commander re- 
tire him from service after the passage of the bill 
any more than now? This bill gives him no ad- 
ditional power to retire a general from service. 
If the division commander is thatunjust officer 
represented here, actuated by malicious and im- 
proper motives, he ean retire a general now as 
well as he can after the passage of this bill; and 
will you gain anything by keeping that general 
officer in your pay, and holding the rank while 
another performs the duty? It seemsto me not. 

But, sir, it has seemed to be supposed that this 
was unprecedented; and such was the view of the 
Senator from lowa. This bill, drawn, as I think, 
with very considerable care, and which comes to 
us with the indorsement of the House of Repre- 
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sentatives, the immediate representatives of the | 
people, designed to correct an admitted evil, does | 
not arbitrarily muster these officers out of service. | 
Ivleaves it, as the Senator from Indiana has well | 
remarked, at last in the discretion of the Presi- 
dent, but it controls that discretion to some ex- 
tent. It enables him to determine which shall go 
out, and it compels the leaving of the service by 
men whom he will not place in positions to dis- 
charge duties correspending to the ranks they 
hold. Now, sir, what was the legislation of 1815, 
soon after the close of the last war with England? 











I ask the attention of the Senator from Kentucky, | 


[Mr. Powext,] who seems so anxious to throw 


responsibility upon the President to this provision | 


of the law. ‘The fifth section of the act of March 





3, 1815, declares: 
“Sec. 5. 4nd be it further enacted, That the President of 


the United States cause to be arranged the officers, non- | 


commissioned officers, musicians, and privates of the sev- 


eral corps of troops now in the service of the United States | 


in such a manner as to form and complete out of the same 


the corps authorized by this actyand cause the supernu- | 


merary officers, non-commissioned officers, musicians, and 
privates to be discharged from the service of the United 
States from and after thie lst day of May next, or as soon as 
circumstances may permit.”? 

Here was a law requiring the President, by a 
certain day, to dismiss a portion of the Army, 
just as the bill now under consideration requires 
that by a certain day, unless the President, in his 


discretion, puts these officers into command, they | 


shall go outof the service. The law of 1815 di- 


rected that the President should arrange the offi- | 
cers of the Army, and should, by a certain day, | 


dismiss the supernumeraries. In principle, how 
do these laws differ? Thereisa precedent for the 
action contemplated by this bill. The principle 
is the same. The present bill does not use the 
word ‘ discretion,’’ but the Senator from Indiana 


admits that it is leftat last in the discretion of the | 


President, because, he says, it is competent for 
the President to put the officer in command, and 
then he cannot be mustered out. 
cretion, therefore, but this will stimulate the 
activity of the President. 

The effect of this bill will be to give place to 
deserving officers. y 
than the committee themselves have used for the 
purpose of showing the necessity of the passage 
of just such a bill as this. lam in favor of it 
because I want to do justice to meritorious offi- 
cers in the field. This is the great motive with 
me. I confess it would be a sufficient motive to 
be able to discharge from the service men who are 
drawing pay and holding rank and rendering no 
service to the country; but I am actuated by an- 
other motive in wishing the passage of this bill. 


I want your gallant commanders recognized; [ | 


want your colonels, near two hundred of them 
who have performed the duties of these idle gen- 
erals for two years and more, exposing their per- 
sons upen every battle-field, to have the rank, and 


I want to give them the pay belonging to the du- | 


tuies they have performed. I want to take from 
their shoulders the eagle and place upon them the 
stars they have earned; and, sir, in their behalf, 
in behalf of the Army and the good of the public 
service, in the language of the report of this com- 
mittee, | ask Senators to pass this bill. 

Mr. WILSON. I desire to say to the Senator 
from Illinois that the committee admit, as they 
have stated in their report, that incompetent offi- 
cers ought to be dismissed, not officers out of 
employment, but incompetent officers. I do not 
think the fact thatan officer is outof employment 
for a few weeks an evidence that he ought to be 
dismissed from the public service; and I think 
that any person who will look at the record, at 
the names of the officers now out of employment, 
will say that all of those officers ought not to be 
dismissed. Some of them areamong our bravest 
and our best officers, men who have distinguished 
themselves on many a battle-field. There are of- 
ficers to-day in the service of the United States 
in the field who ought not to be in that service, 
men who are admitted on all hands to be inferior 
officers. 

The position of the committee is this: that in- 
competent officers ought to be mustered out of the 
service, whether they are now in service, or not 
in service; and the committee go further, and say 
this on the ground of the good of the public ser- 
vice, and as an act to make way for deserving in- 
ferior officers. But the committee take this posi- 


He has the dis- | 


I can use no better language | 
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I do not believe that isa possible disturbing ques- 
tion in the country. I believe that nearly all the 
soldiers and an overwhelming majority of the of- 
ficers of the Army would be glad to-day if the 
war closed and they could retire to the duties of 
private life, 

There is no occasion to pass this bill in order 
to exercise the authority of Congress over the 
Army, or to show that Congress ought to direct 
and control the President. Congress has given 
him all the power now. He is clothed with it. 
We have reélected him President of the United 
States, and I am for holding him to his just re- 
sponsibility on this and on all other questions, 
and not, because he shall fail to do what we be- 
lieve to be his duty, come in here and pass a law 
that shall relieve the Presidentand put the burden 
upon us, or upon a law that we choose to pass. 
I do not, for one, wish to relieve him from any 
of the just responsibilities of the high position 
to which he has been reélected. Therefore, sir, 
I believe it wise not to pass this bill, but to leave 
the matter as itis, and let the President of the 
United States take the responsibility that the law 
of the country now devolves upon him. 

Mr. FARWELL. I| am somewhat embar- 
rassed about voting upon this question. The 
committee state in their report that there are many 
officers who ought to be relieved from the service. 
The law authorizing the President to dismiss these 
officers has been upon the statute-book for over 
mander-in Chief of the Army; he has the means || two years, and he has not, it appears, acted upon 
of knowing the worth of every officer in the mili- || that law even to the satisfaction of the committee. 
tary and naval service of the country; he has all | I rise for the purpose of suggesting to the honor- 
the means of information; and lethim exercise it || able chairman of the committee that he withdraw 
according to his sense of justice and his sense of || his motion to indefinitely postpone the bill, and 
public duty. then let us postpone its further consideration for 

It is now proposed to relieve the President from || thirty days. I believe if the President shall neg- 
this responsibility. We all say that there are || lect or refuse to act under that law, and dismiss 
officers in the service who ought to be mustered || from the service officers whom the good of the 
out. I admit that most of the general officers to || service and justice to men of inferior rank in the 
be reached by this bill, if itshould pass, ought to || service require should be dismissed, that then it 
be mustered out of the service at once, but there || will be the duty of Congress.to take this matter 
are several of those officers whom everybody || in hand and act for themselves, The discussion 
would say ought not to be. Now, sir, if you || of this matter perhaps will call the attention of the 
leave it with the President, let him exercise it. I || Executive, the Commander-in-Chief, to it. His 
understand that several were dismissed buta few || duties are very severe; the calls upon his time for 
weeks ago, and that with regard to some dozen or || the consideration of various subjects must engross 
fifteen others, the matteris in course of examina- || it nearly all; but the discussion which has been 
tion, and they will be discharged probably in a || held here to-day will undoubtedly call his atten- 
very short time. I think there are some men who || tion to this matter, and I trust that such action 
are employed in the service to-day, who would || will be taken upon it as shall satisfy the Senate 
not be reached by this bill, who ought to go also, || that the postponement of it was a wise measure. 
and I believe that to be the judgment of the War || I hope the Senator will withdraw his motion, and 
Department and of the officers in the field who || then I will make a motion to postpone the further 
know the worth of these men. consideration of the bill for the present. 

Nobody doubts that we have the authority to Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, at one time 
pass this bill. The simple question is, whether || it was a question of doubt whether the President 
we ought to pass it; whether we ought to adopt || of the United States had the authority as Presi- 
this iron rule, and put on the law the responsi- || dent, without legislative sanction, to remove an 
bility that now belongs to the Commander-in- || officer of the Army. The general practice was 
Chief of the armies of the United States, who || not to take a step of that sort without a preced- 
ought to exercise in all these matters a wise dis- || ing court of inquiry or a court-martial. But the 
cretion, governed by a sense of public duty and || better opinion, as well as I recollect, or what was 
of justice to officers. I believe that the passage || supposed to be the better opinion, was that the 
of this bill will do injustice tosome men whoare || officers of the Army stood toward the President 
now out of employment, and will do injustice in || in the same relation in which the civil officers 
its operation in the future on men who are now || of the country stand, that altlough they are ap- 
in the service, and who may be put in this posi- || pointed by and with the advice and consent of the 
tion in order to work them out of the public ser- || Senate, they could be removed by the President 
vice, when the President, or no man responsible || alone; and the President frequently, or occasion- 
to the country, would muster them out of the ser- || ally, | know, has exercised that power. There 
vice, and then the responsibility of injustice, if || was a case that excited a good deal of interest, 
injustice should be done, will rest upon the law, || as the Senate will remember when I mention it, 
upon the action of the Congress of the United || because of the particular circumstances attending 
States. it,in which General Jacksonexercised that power. 

The question of our power to pass such a bill || In going from here to Alexandria on board a 
has been referred to, and the Senator from Illi- || steamboat, he was very rudely assaulted by a 
nois brings in here an act passed in 1815 when || lieutenant in the Navy or in the Marine corps, I 
the Army of the United States was reduced. We || forget which, a Lieutenant Randolph. He of- 
do not propose to reduce the number of general || fered him a very gross indignity, and the Presi- 
officers. We have seventy major generals of vol- || dent at once struck him from the roll. In several 
unteers and two hundred and seventy-five brig- || other cases the President has done the same thing. 
adier generals of volunteers. It is not proposed But, although it has been done occasionally, 
to reduce the number. It is simply to muster || when the act of 1862 was passed there was an 
some out in order to make room for the promo- || impression that it could aeuke done except under 
tion of others. the authority of some act of Congress, and to 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Davis] re- || give the power soas to satisfy those who thought 
ferred to what he regarded as a sort of question || that the power did not exist without legislation, 
about the reduction of the Army by Congress. || or to satisfy those who doubted whether the power 

I do not believe there is any question about that. || existed, the act of 1862 was passed, and, as the 
If the war closed to-day, there would be no diffi- || Senate have seen from the reading of that act, it 
culty here in reducing the Army to the size Con- || gives to the President the right, without any 
gress believed the good of the country required. || cause, if he in his judgment thinks the public ser- 


tion, that the President of the United States is 
clothed with ample powers now on this subject; 
that he is the responsible man, and ought to be 
held to his just responsibility. 

Mr. HOWE. Will the Senator allow me to 
inquire if the President has any more authority 
over this thing than we have? 

Mr. WILSON. No,sir. Onthe 17thofJuly, 
1862, Congress passed ** An act to define the pay 
and emoluments of certain officers of the Army, 
and for other purposes.’’ ‘The seventeenth sec- 
tion of that act is in these words: 

* That the President of the United States be, and hereby 
is, authorized and requested to dismiss and discharge from 
the militury service either in the Army, Navy, Marine 
corps, or volunteer force in the United States service, any 
officer for any cause which, in his judgment, either renders 
such officer unsuitable for or whose dismission would pro- 
mote the public service.” 

There is the law saying to the President of the 
United States, ‘* You are authorized to dismiss 
any Officer in the service, and you are requested 
to do it if, in your judgment, the public good will | 
be promoted by so doing.’? There is hisswar- 
rant of action; there is the authority; there isthe 
request of the Congress of the United States; and 
if there is a man to-day in the public service, or 
in commission who is not in service, who is un- 
worthy of the commission he bears, the respon- 
sibility is with the President of the United States, 
and not with Congress. I do not wish to relieve 
the Presidentof that responsibility. He is Com- 
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vice demands it, to dismiss any officer of the 
Army or Navy or the Marine corps, and | sup- 
pose since the passage of that act there can be no 
doubt that the President possesses the power. 

I can very sere see that it might become A 
question whether Congress has the authority to 
pass such a bill as the one upon its table. My 
own @pinion is that it has that-power; but it may 
be considered, and perhaps would be considered 
by some, that the power which Congress would 
assume to exercise by a bill of that description 
is in its nature an @xecutive power, and, as all 
executive power by the Constitution is vested in 
the President, that it would be an interference 
with the executive prerogative. 

What was done by the act referred to by the 
honorable member from I\linois was not what is 
proposed to be done by this bill. The cases are 
entirely unlike. Congress then determined that 
the public service demanded that the Army itself 
should be diminished. We had gone through the 
war of 1812, and we had come out of that war 
with an army not demanded by a state of peace. 
It was necessary, therefore, to diminish the Koues 
and in order to accomplish that purpose Congress 

ssed the law referred to by the honorable mem- 
- from Illinois, as the President, without legis- 
lation, would have no authority to that extent. 


He might dismiss the officers under his executive 


authority if he thought they were unfit to dis- 
charge the duties pertaining to the office, but he 
could not disband the Army. The Army, there- 
fore, would have remained until Congress by its 
own legislation should direct that it should be 
disbanded. What they did by the act of 1815 
was merely to provide a mode by which the Army 
should be diminished, and it did it by authorizing 
the President to arrange the different officers who 
were then in the service, the Army being about to 
be diminished, and to retain only such a number 
as would be found necessary for the Army as it 
was about to be reduced, and of course to dismiss 
the rest. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. If the honorable Senator 
will allow me to interrupt him, my recollection 
may be at fault; but did not an act of Congress 
authorize a certain board to be constituted, con- 
sisting of officers of the Army, and perhaps some 
civilians with them; and had not that board cer- 
tain authority in relation to the disposition of offi- 
cers? 

Mr. JOHNSON. §Itdid; but thatis not the act 











my duty; I cannot approve of a bill that carries 
1 with it such a reflection upon myself.” — 

Mr. President, | am far from believing, not- 
withstanding the very positive manner in which 
it has been stated, that the President has not done 
his duty. Gentlemen assume that there are offi- 
cers now in the Army of the United States who 
are not worthy to be there, and whose dismissal 
is called for by the interest of the public. How 
do we know that? How am Ito know it? By 
public ramor? Who is the man vested with the 
means of ascertaining whether they are fit for the 
service or not? Is it not the President himself? 
And if he thinks proper to keep them in the service 
of the United States, unless the absolute necessi- 
ties of the country demand it, is it toward him 
decorous—I speak it with no sense to find fault 
with the Senators who advocate this bill, or the 
House of Representatives who have adopted it— 
is it decorous to the Executive to say, ‘* You are 
now failing in aclear and obvious duty; you are 
keeping now in the military service of the country 
at this period, when the life of the nation is at stake 
and depending upon the success of your armies, 
incompetent men, and we are compelled by a sense 
of duty to the nation, in order to save the nation 
from the peril in which it is, toassume ourselves 
the authority which it is your duty to exercise, 
which we have authorized you to exercise, but 
which we see that you will not exercise ?”’ 

The honorable gentleman from Illinois says he 
wants the bill passed because it would stimulate 
the President to do what the President ought to 
do. Sir, if a high sense of official duty, if his 
sworn official duty, if his obligations to the true 
honor and necessities of the country, are not suffi- 
cient to stimulate him to the discharge of his duty, 
he will not be stimulated by anything you can 
do. He may leave these officers to go out under 
the operation of your bill, and if he is capable of 
keeping in the service officers who are unfit, then 
when they go out, and they and their friends ap- 
peal to him for redress, or come to him complain- 
| ing of the outrage which they will say has been 
perpetrated upon them, he will say, ** I have not 
done it; Congress has done it; I never would 
have turned you out; [ had no command that I 
wanted you to fill; the public service did not re- 
quire you to be in the field; you have not been in 
the field; I never would have dismissed you; you 
are dismissed by the fiag of Congress, and not by 





of 1816; that is another one. ‘The act of 1816, if || the judgment or the conduct of the Executive.”’ 


I recollect aright, and I think I do, gives to the 

President the authority to dispose of the officers 

as he thinks proper, without any preliminary in- 
uiry. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. My recollection is that 
General Scott was a member of such a board. 

Mr. JOHNSON. There has been a board at 
different periods when the Army has been less- 
ened to decide what officers should be retained 
and what should not. 

But this bill is not forthe purpose of diminish- 
ing the Army. It assumes that the Army is not 
too large. it therefore assumes that the number 
of officers already in service is not too large. 
But it provides that if any portion of those offi- 
cers necessary to the service in point of number 
are not called into actual service to a command 
suited to their respective ranks, and remain in 
that condition for three months, they are then to 
be dropped. 

1 do not know what the President would do if 
a bill dike this was passed; but I think | am not 
mistaken in the opinion of what he should do. 
You have given him the power by the act of 1862 
to strike from the rolls of the Army every incom- 
petent man, and if this bill is offered to ae, and 
he sees that he is not to decide whether they are 
incompetent or not, that you will decide it, and 
if the officer from any cause whatever, no matter 
what, whether with reference to his competency 
to the command, or from any other cause, is not 
in actual service commanding such a command 
as is suited to his rank, he must be dropped, I 
think he ought to say, ‘1 have got the power to 
drop him now; I think this is a reflection upon 
me, whether designed by Congress or not; you 
have by your act of 1862 quieted all doubts upon 
the subject of my power, if there were any well- 
founded doubts before; you have told me that you 
give me the authority; | am now keeping in ser- 
vice these men, and you interpose a bill now 


With the honorable member, the chairman of 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and with all 
possible confidence in the President—all the con- 
| fidence that a member of a co6rdinate department 
| of the Government should have in another de- 
| partment of the Government—I hold him to his 
«responsibility, believing that he will discharge it. 

If he shall fail to discharge it he will be called to 
that responsibility by the public judgment, and 
the public judgment will be pronounced in such 
terms that he will be obliged to listen to it. But 
| Lam not underthe impression that he needs to be 
awakened to the discharge of his duty by any 
voice spoken either here or spoken by the people. 
of the United States. If 1 were a member of the 
House of Representatives, and I believed that he 
knowingly kept in service major generals and 
brigadier generals who are wholly unfit for such 
commands, I should move his impeachment; and 
if he was brought before this body charged with 
an offense of that description, and he was con- 
victed of that offense by the proof, we should be 
| bound to pronounce but the one judgment, the 
| judgment of guilty. But as long as he is the 
resident of the United States, for one, however 
much I was cone to his reélection, having 
§ 





been reélected, | give him the benefit of the pre- 
sumption that he is willing to discharge his whole 
executive duty. 

Mr. HOWE. I do not propose to prosecute 
this debate much further, but the last remark sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Maryland suggests 
one reflection to my mind that | think proper to 
state. He says that if he were a member of the 
House of Representatives, and it was brought to 
his knowledge that the President had deliberately 
declined under the authority which Congress has 
conferred upon him to withdraw the commissions 
of officers whom he knew to be unfitted for the 
discharge of their duties, he should be prepared 
to move for the impeachment of the President. 





which says virtually to me that lam not doing | 
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He would regard it as a wanton neglect of official 


duty. The question occurs to my mind, if im- 
peachment would be the just penalty of the Presi. 
dent for refusing to discharge that duty which 
you say you have imposed upon him bya law 
which simply authorizes him to do it, what pen- 
alty ought to be imposed upon aSenator ora Rep. 
resentative who shall decline to discharge the very 
same duty, for the discharge of which they have 
the very same authority, or an authority higher 
than that? If it bean offense against the admin- 
istration of public justice in the President to allow 
these men to hold their commissions and take their 
pay, is it not an offense against the administra. 
tion of public justice in the Senator to allow these 
things to be done? 

It is intimated here that this bill contains a re- 
flection upon the President of the United States, 
How so, sir? It is simply doing the work our- 
selves which we have at one time said the Presi- 
dent might do if he saw fit. If there be any 
reflection upon the character of the Commander- 
in-Chief, it is in the report of the Committee on 
Military Affairs which states specifically that here 
are officers holding high commissions and draw- 
ing high salaries, doing no duty, and not interfered 
with by the Commander-in-Chief. The reflection 
is in the report, not in the bill. The bill is plain 
matter of legislation, and reflects upon nobody, 
In point of fact, there is nothing in the report or in 
the bill which necessarily reflects upon the Presi- 
dent of the United States; and I do not suppose 
anybody who had any hand in drawingeither the 
bill or the report intended any such reflection. 

There are two or three facts patent before us; 
nobody disputes them; to wit, we are paying a 
large amount of money every year for which we 
get no service whatever. It was said by the Sen- 
ator from Indiana that after we had passed the 
bill the President might assign these men to duty 
within the three months. That is very true. 
Then, he says, nobody would be discharged. 
That is very true; but we would either get service 
or we would save money, one of the two. Ido 
not insist upon anybody being mustered out of the 
service. If we can have them mustered into 
service, that will answer my purpose. But let us 
have the work or let us save the money. We 
do have the work. The trouble is the work is 
done by one class of men and the money goes to 
another class. I want those men to have the money 
who do the work. 

Mr. POMEROY. I move that when the Sen- 
ate adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday 
next, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That motion is not 
now in order. 

Mr. POMEROY. I ask unanimous consentto 
make that motion. 

Mr. WILSON and Mr. LANE, of Indiana. I 
object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being 
made, the motion cannot now be entertained. 

Mr. CONNESS. | should like to know whether 
the Senator from Massachusetts, the chairman of 
the Committee on Military Affairs, willaccede to 
the request of the Senator from Maine, and with- 
draw his motion to indefinitely postpone the bill 
before the Senate. 

Mr. WILSON. It seems to me we had better 
settle the matter now. We have a great many 
important questions which will soon be crowding 


upon us. 

Mr. CONNESS. This is not in the way of 
any question. 

Mr. GRIMES. If it is postponed now, we 
shall have to debate it all over again hereafter. 

Mr. CONNESS. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 
[** Oh no!”’] 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 
the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
to postpone the bill indefinitely. 

Mr. CONNESS. Letus have the yeas and 
nays upon that. 

he yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Lamalittle surprised that 
anybody should object when a Senator asks to 
have a bill go over which the objectors do not 
want to pass. I can understand why, when a 
member of the Senate is anxious to pass a bill, 
he should think a delay was injurious to its pas- 
sage; but if this bill is never called up, it will do 
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no harm. The object of the Senator is, not to 
pass the bill; the motion is to defeatit. I have 
said all that I design to say upon it; but itseems 
to me that if a Senator wants a bill to go over, 
where nobody wants to pass it, and will not urge 
action upon it, it is a very singular proceeding to 
urge the Senate to a vote to defeat the bill. 
_ Mr. WILSON. I will state to the Senator the 
particular reason why I wish to have this matter 
settled now. I believe, and that we all have ad- 
miued, that there ought to be some action on this 
subject. I do not think this is the proper way. 
J think we should reject this bill for the reason 
that the power and responsibility are with the 
President, and he ought to exercise his power, 
and exercise it now. If this bill is pending along 
here for week after week, he may take no action 
about it, and look to Congress to settle this mat- 
ter. I want it rejected, if we can reject it, if that 
is the sentiment of Congress, to defeat the bill, 
and let the President understand that the respon- 
sibility is upon him, and we look to him to do 
his duty. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 28, nays 8; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Brown, Buckalew, Carlile, Clark, Dix- 
on, Doolittle, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Harding, Harris, Hen- 
derson, Hendricks, Hicks, Johnson, Lane of Indiana, 
Morgan, Morrill, Nesmith, Poweil, Ramsey, Richardson, 


Saulsbury, Sherman, Sumner, Van Winkle, Willey, and 
W ilson—28. 


NAYS—Messrs. Conness, Davis, Farwell, Harlan,Howe, 
Pomeroy, Trumbull, and Wade—8. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Anthony, Chandler, Collamer, Cow- 
an, Hale, Howard, Lane of Kansas, McDougall, Riddle, 
Sprague, Ten Eyck, Wilkinson, and Wright—13. 


So the bill was indefinitely postponed. 
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


On motion of Mr. TRUMBULL, it was 
Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns to-day it ad- 
journ to meet on Monday next. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. WILSON. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and after some time 
spent in executive session the doors were re- 
opened, and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivay, January 6, 1865. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Cuannina. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


TRANSFER OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting, in compliance with 
the act of Congress of March 3, 1809, a state- 
ment exhibiting the various amounts transferred 
from and to appropriations during the year end- 
ing June 30, 1864; which was laid on the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 


FLORIDA TAX COMMISSIONERS. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, also 
laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting, in compliance with 
a resolution of the House, a copy of the report of 
Hon. Austin Smith on the conduct of the tax 
commissioners for the district of Florida, &c.; 
which was, on motion of Mr. Stoan, referred to 
the committee on the rebellious States. 


INCREASE OF PENSIONS. 


Mr. ROSS, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill to increase the pay of pensioners twenty- 
five per cent. from oaikehion the Ist day of Janu- 
ary, 1865; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


COLUMBIA AND SNAKE RIVERS. 

Mr. WALLACE, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill to improve the Columbia and Snake 
rivers; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 


REGENTS OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. | 


Mr. COX. I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the Speaker’s table Senate bill No. 367, 
entitled **An act to repeal the provision of law re- 
quiring certain regents of the Smithsonian Insti- 
tution to be members of the National Institute.’’ 

There being no objection, the bill was taken up, 
and was read a first and second time. 


It provides 
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for the repeal of so much of the act to establish || of Arkansas, and for other purposes; which was 
the Smithsonian Institution for the increase and|| read a first and second time, and referred to the 
diffusion of knowledge among men as requires || Committee on the Judiciary. 


that twoof the regents of said Institution shall be 
members of the National Institute in the city of 
Washington. 

Mr. COX. I may state that the object of this 
bill is to repeal that provision of law which re- 
quires that two of the regents of the Smithsonian 
Institution shall be members of the National In- 
stitute—an institution which is now obsolete. 

The bill was ordered fo a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COX moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the mo- 
tion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


UNITED STATES COURTS IN NEVADA. 


Mr. WORTHINGTON, by unanimous con- 
sent, introduced a bill providing for adistrict and 
circuit court of the United States for the district 
of Nevada, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


REVISION OF TAX SYSTEM. 
Mr. KASSON, by unanimous consent, offered 


.the following resolution; which was read, con- 


sidered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means con- 
sider and report, by joint resolution or otherwise, upon the 
expediency of providing for a commission, to consist of —— 
members ofthe Senate and —— members of the House, with 
leave to sit in vacation,to examine and report upon asys- 
tem and details of taxation which shall bear equally upon 
the property and industry of the country, and shall best 
provide for maintaining the credit of the United States 
unimpared, and yielda revenue adequate to the necessities 


ot the Government; and whose duty it shall be to report | 
by bill at the commencement of the first session of the | 


Thirty-Ninth Congress. 


DUTIES ON IMPORTED PRINTING PAPER. 
Mr. KASSON, by unanimous consent, also in- 


troduced a joint resolution to promote the diffusion 
of intense in the United States by the —— 
sion of duties on imported printing paper; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to 


the Committee of Ways and Means. 


THANKS TO GENERAL SHERMAN. 


Mr. SCHENCK. I ask unanimous consent 
to report back from the Committee on Military 
Affairs the joint resolution tendering thanks to 
Major General Sherman and his army. 

There was no objection. 

Mr.SCHENCK. Thecommittee have directed 
me to report the joint resolution back with a sub- 
stitute enlarging its scope so as to include the 
campaign from Chattanooga to Atlanta. 

The original resolution, which was read, pro- 
vides that the thanks of the people and of the Con- 
gress of the United States are due and are hereby 
tendered to MajorGeneral William T. Sherman, 
and through him to the officers and men under his 
command, for their gallantry and good conduct 
in their late brilliant expedition through Georgia; 
and that the President cause a copy of this joint 
resolution to be engrossed and forwarded to Ma- 


jor General Sherman. 


The substitute provides that the thanks of the 
people and of the Congress of the United States 
are hereby tendered to Major General William 
T. Sherman, and through him to the officers and 
men under his command, for their gallantry and 
good conduct in their late campaign from Chatta- 
nooga to Atlanta, and the triumphal march thence 
through Georgia to Savannah, terminating in the 
capture and occupation of that city; and that the 
President cause a copy of this joint resolution to 
be engrossed and forwarded to General Sherman. 

The substitute was agreed to; and the joint res- 
olution as amended was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed unan- 
imously. 

Mr. SCHENCK moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was passed; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CIRCUIT COURT OF ARKANSAS. 


Mr. WILSON, by unanimous consent, intro- | 


] 
| 


duced a bill to provide for another term of the 
circuit court of the United States for the district 
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NEW STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WILSON, by unanimous consent, also 
submitted the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the committee on rules be instructed to 
inquire into the expediency of so amending the rules of the 
House as to create two additional standing committees, 
namely, a Committee oa Internal Revenue and a Committee 
on Banking and Currency; and that the committee further 
inquire into the expediency of converting the select com- 
mittee on a Pacific railroad intoa standing committee, and 
report the conclusions of the committee to the House at ag 
early a day as practicable. 

Mr. KASSON. Lask my colleague whether 
a resolution of the same character was not offered 
at the last session. 

_ Mr. WILSON. This is more comprehensive 
in its character than any previous resolution. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Has the committee on 
rules leave to report at any time? 

The SPEAKER. They have not, although it 
has been the usage to allow them to report atthe 
convenience of the House. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr WILSON moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENT OF INTERNAL REVENUE ACT. 


Mr. STEVENS. [ask unanimous consent to 
submit a bill to amend an act to provide internal 
revenue for the support of the Government, to pay 
interest on the public debt, and for other purposes, 


| passed June 30, 1864, in order that it may be re- 


ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BROOKS. Where does the bill come 
from ? 

Mr. STEVENS. The Committee of Waysand 
Means asked me to have it referred to them and 
ordered tobe printed. We have not agreed to it. 
We have not had time toconsider it. It has been 
carefully drawn, and that committee want it 
printed with the others that may be referred to 
them. 

Mr.BROOKS. My object isnot curiosity, but 
to know whether the bill has the sanction of the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. STEVENS. There is no sanction except 
that they want the bill for investigation. I offer 
the bill on my own motion, and not as chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means. 

There was no objection, and the bill was re- 
ceived, read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 


r METROPOLITAN RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. DAVIS, of New York. L ask unanimous 
consent to take from the Speaker’s table the 
amendments of the Senate to House bill No. 622, 
to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate 
the Metropolitan Railroad Company in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia,’’ approved July 1, 1864, in 
order that they may be acted on at this time. 

Mr. COBB. I object. 


WASHINGTON GAS-LIGHT COMPANY. 


Mr. DAVIS, of New York. lask unanimous 
consent to take up Senate bill No. 363, to amend 
the charter of the Washington Gas-Light Com- 
pany. 

There was no objection, and the bill was taken 
up and read in extenso. 

Mr. WILSON. I move that the bill be re- 
ferred to the Committee for the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. DAVIS, of New York. The bill has been 
considered by the members of that committee, 
and they unanimously concur in recommend- 
ing it, 

Mr. WILSON. The gentleman from New 
York states that the bill has been considered by 
that committee. If that be so, | have no desire 
to have it go to them again. 

Mr. COBB. 1 would inquire of the Chair if 
this bill has been taken up by unanimous con- 
sent? 

The SPEAKER. [t has been. The Chair 
looked at the gentleman from Wisconsin when 
unanimous consent was asked, supposing chat he 
would object; but his back was turucd toward the 
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Chair, and he appeared to be engaged in conver- | 
gation with a gentleman near him, and did not | 


object. ; 

Mr. COBB. Imove thatthe bill be laid on the 
table. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 1 suppose it is in order to 
move a reference of the bill to the Committee for 
the District of Columbia? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make that motion. 

The question was put; and there were—ayes 
42, noes 42; no quorum voting. 

The SPEAKER thereupon ordered tellers; and 
appointed Mr. Hoiman, and Mr. Davis of New 
York. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 50, noes 45. 

So the bill was referred to the Committee for 
the District of Columbia. 


| 
| 


| 


| 
| 


Mr. HOLMAN moved that the vote last taken | 


to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 

DELEGATE FROM MONTANA. 

Mr. COLE, of Washington. 


tion of privilege. ‘I'he Delegate-clect from the 


present, and Lask thathe may be sworn in. 
Mr. McLean thereupon presented himself at 


| 
| 


1 
I rise to a ques- | 


the Speaker’s desk and was duly ance by | 


taking the oaths prescribed by the Constitution 


and by the act of July 2, 1564. 
PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. STEVENS. | ask dnanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker’s table the general pension 
appropriation bill returned from the Senate with 
an amendment, in order to act upon the amend- 
ment, 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I object. 


ABOLITION OF SLAVERY. 
Mr. ASHLEY. I desire to call up this morn- 


ing, pursuant to notice previously given, the mo- 
tion to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution proposing an amendment to the Con- 
stitution in reference to slavery was rejected. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does the gentleman call it 
up for action to-day? 

Mr. ASHLEY. No, sir; but for discussion, 
intending to allow that discussion to run on until 
the House sees fit to order the main question to 
be put. 

The SPEAKER. This being private biil day, 
it requires a we vote to set aside the con- 
sideration of private bills. 

The consideration of private bills was set aside 
by a majority vote, and the motion to reconsider 
was taken up. 

Mr. ASHLEY. 
nol wrong, nothing is wrong.’’ Thus simply and 
truthfully has spoken our worthy Chief Magis- 
trate, 

The proposition before us is, whether this uni- 
versally acknowledged wrong shall be continued 
or abolished. Shall it receive the sanction of the 
American Congress by the rejection of this propo- 
sition, or shall it be condemned as an intolerable 
wrong by its adoption? 

If slavery had never been known in the United 
States, and the proposition should be made in 
Congress to-day to authorize the people of the 
several States to enslave any portion of our own 
»eople or the people of any other country, it would 

e universally denounced as an infamous and 
criminal proposition, and its author would be ex- 
ecrated, and justly, by all right-thinking men, 
and held to be an enemy of the human race. 

I do not believe such a proposition could secure 
a single vote in this House; and yet weall know 
that a number of gentlemen who could not be in- 
duced to enslave a sifgle free man will neverthe- 
less vote to keep millions of men in slavery, who 
are by nature and the laws of God as much en- 
titled to their freedom as we are. 
tempt to explain this strange inconsistency or 
make an argument to show its fallacy. I content 
myself with simply stating the fact. 

it would seem as if no man favorable to peace, 
concord, and a restored Union could hesitate for a 
moment as to how he should vote on this proposi- 
tion. Certainly, whatever of strife, sectional bit- 
terness, and personal animosity these Halls have 


Mr. Speaker, ‘‘ If slavery is | 


I will not at- | 
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witnessed since my appearance in Congress, or, 
indeed, | may say, since the organization of par- 
| ties in 1836, slavery has usually been the sole 
_cause. No observer of our history, or of the po- 
litical parties which have been organized and dis- 
banded, now hesitates to declare that slavery is 
the cause‘of this terrible civil war. All who un- 
derstand anything of our troubles, either in this 
country or Europe, now know that but for sla- 
very there would have been no rebellion in this 
country to-day. : ! 

In the very nature of \hings it was impossible 
for a Government organized as ours to endure 
half slave and half free; and nothing can be clearer 
| to the reader of history than that the men who 
made our Constitution never expected nor desired 
| the nation to remain half slave and half free. Our 
fathers were men of ideas, and they believed that 


would cease to exist. 





| the infamy of making a Constitution which, by 
| any fair rules of construction, can be interpreted 


an entire race, 


disappointed in their expectations that slavery 
| would cease on the adoption of the national Con- 
stitution is undoubtedly true. Instead of dis- 
| appearing as they confidently expected, circum- 
stances unforeseen. by them so strengthened sla- 


the dominant interest in the nation, and in 1860 
openly demanded the entire control of the national 
Government, Because this demand was refused 
by the free laboring men of the North the slave- 


wicked of all rebellions, and for nearly four long 
| years have waged this terrible war with the avowed 


ever vouchsafed to man, in order to establish in 
its stead a Government whose corner-stone should 
be human slavery. This is the logic of the con- 
test. It has at last so fully developed itself that 





all the world, including its most stupid editors, | 


now understand it. The Government of our fa- 
thers must either be maintained, and slavery dic, 
or slavery must live and the Government be de- 
stroyed. The conflict is ‘ irrepressible,’ and 
beyond compromise. The nation cannot longer 
endure half slave and half free. 

Had statesmen administered this Government 
for the past thirty years instead of the trading 
politicians who have disgraced it, first by apolo- 
gizing for, then justifying, and at last openly de- 
tending slavery as a right guarantied by the na- 
tional Constitution, we should have had no such 
desolating war as we have in this country to-day. 

If the national Constitution had been rightfully 
interpreted, and the Government organized under 
it properly administered, slavery could not have 
legally existed in this country for a single hour, 
and practically buta few years after the adoption 
of the Constitution. Only because the funda- 
mental principles of the Government have been 
persistently violated in its administration, and the 
Constitution grossly perverted by the courts, is 
it necessary to-day to pass the amendment now 
under consideration. I say this much in vindi- 
cation of the memory of the great and good men 
who, when establishing this Government, made 
a Constitution which to-day is the best known 
among men. 

As for myself, I do not believe any constitution 
| can legalize the enslavement of men. Ido not 
| believe any Government, democratic or despotic, 
can rightfully make a single slave, and that which 

a Government cannot rightfully do it cannot right- 








|| fully or legally authorize or even permit its sub- 


ject todo. 1 do not believe that there can be legally 
such a thing as property in man. A majority in 
a republic cannot rightfully enslave the minority, 
nor can the accumulated decrees of courts or the 
musty precedents of Governments make oppres- 
| sion just. I do not, however, wish to go intoa 
| discussion of the question of slavery as an abstract 
| question. It isa system so at war with human 
nature, so revolting and brutal, and is withal so at 
variance with the precepts of Christianity and 
_ every idea of justice, so absolutely indefensible in 
| itself, that | will not uncover its hideous blackness 


| and thus harrow up my own and the feelings of 


with the adoption of the Constitution slavery || 
Sir, while demanding lib- | 
erty for themselves, and proclaiming to the world | 


rae wad + a een | 
be reconsidered; and also moved that the motion || the inalienable right of all men to life, liberty, and | 


'| the pursuit of happiness, they were not guilty of | 


into a denial of liberty, happiness, and justice to | 


| very that in less than eight ears it became | 
y 8 


masters of the South organized this the most | 


purpose of destroying the best form ofgovernment | 
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| Union and our unity as a free people. 
| barities have no parallel in the world’s history, 


| almost universal wherever it dominates. 
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others by a description of its disgusting horrors, 
oran attempted recital of its terrible barbarism 
and indescribable villainy. 

It is enough for me to know that slavery hag 
forced this terrible civil war upon us; a war which 
we could not have avoided, if we would, without 
an unconditional surrender to its degrading de- 
mands. It has thus attempted to strike a death. 
blow at the nationallife. It has shrouded the land 
in mourning and filled it with widows and orphans, 
It has publicly proclaimed itself the enemy of the 
ts bar- 


The enormities committed by it upon our Union 
prisoners of war were never equaled in atrocity 
since the creation of man. 

For more than thirty years past there is no 


| crime known among men which it has not com- 


mitted under the sanction of law. It has bound 
men and women in chains, and even the children 
of the slave-master, and sold them in the public 
shambles like beasts. Under the plea of Christian- 
izing them it has enslaved, beaten, maimed, and 
robbed millions of men for whose salvation the 
Man of sorrows died. Itso constituted its courts 
that the complaints and appeals of these people 


| could not be heard by reason of the decision 


' ie || That the founders of the Republic were sadly || 
Territory of Montana, Mr. Samuet McLean, is || 


‘*that black men had no rights which white men 
were bound to respect.’’ It has for many years 
defied the Government and trampled upon the 
national Constitution, by kidnapping, imprison- 


| ing, mobbing, and murdering white citizens of the 


United States guilty of no offense except protest- 
ing against its terrible crimes. It has silenced 


| every free pulpit within its control, and debauched 
| thousands which ought to have been independent, 


It has denied the masses of poor white children 
within its power the privilege of free schools, and 
made free speech and a free press impossible within 
itsdomain; while ignorance, poverty, and vice are 
Such is 
slavery, our mortal enemy, and these are but a 
tithe of its crimes. No nation could adopta code 
of laws which would sanction such enormities, 
and live. No man deserves the name of states- 
man who would consent that such a monster should 
live in the Republic for a single hour. 

Mr. Speaker, if slavery is wrong and criminal, 
as the great body of enlightened and Christian 
men admit, it is certainly our duty to abolish it, 
if we have the power. Have we the power? 
The fifth article of the Constitution of the United 
States reads as follows: 

«“ The Congress, whenever two thirds of both Iouses shall 
deem it necessary, shall propose amendments to this Con- 
stitution, or, on the application of the Legislatures of two 
thirds of the several States, shall calla convention for pro- 
posing amendments, which, in either case, shall be valid to 
all intents and purposes, as part of this Constitution, when 
ratified by the Legislatures of three fourths of the several 
States, or by conventions in three fourths thereof, as one or 
the other mode of ratification may be proposed by the Con- 
gress; provided that no amendment which may be made 
prior to the year 1808 shall in any manner affect the first 
and fourth clauses in the ninth section of the first article ; 
and that no State, without its consent, shall be deprived of 


| its equal suffrage in the Senate.” 


The question which first presents itself in ex- 
amining this provision of the Constitution is, 
what constitutes two thirds of both Houses? or, 
what, in the eye of the Constitution, is two thirds 
ofthe House of Representatives? Is it two thirds 
of the entire number of members to which all the 
States, including the States in rebellion, would be 
entitled, if they were all now represented, or is 
it two thirds of the members who have been 
elected and qualified? 

This question would have entered largely into the 
discussion of the subject now under consideration 
had not your predecessor, Mr. Speaker, decided, 
and this House sustained him in declaring, thata 
majority of the members elected and recognized by 
the House made a constitutional quorum. 

It has, so far as the action of this body can dis- 
pose of the question, been authoritatively settled, 
and settled as 1 think it should have been, by 
declaring that a majority of the members elected 
and qualified constitutes a quorum, and that two 
thirds of a quorum can constitutionally pass this 
amendment. The question having been thus dis- 
posed of, I do not care to make an argument in 
support of a proposition thus authoritatively 
settled. 

My colleague from the first district, [Mr. Pen- 
DLETON,] in a speech which he made at the last 
session against the passage of this amendment, 
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raised the question as to the constitutional power 
of Congress to propose, and three fourths of the 
Legislatures of the States to adopt, an amendment 
of the character of the one now under considera- 
tion. He claimed that, though Congress passed the 
proposed amendment ay the requisite two thirds, 
and three fourths of the Legislatures of the several 
States adopted it, or, indeed, all the States save 
one, it would not legally become a part of the 
national Constitution. ‘These are his words: 


‘¢ But neither three fourths of the States, nor all the States 
save one, can abolish slavery in that dissenting State, be- 
cause it lies within the domain reserved entirely to each 
State for itself, and upon it the other States eannot enter.” 


Is this position defensible? If 1 read the Con- 
stitution aright and understand the force of lan- 
guage, the section which I have just quoted is to- 
day free from all limitations and conditions save 
two, one of which provfles that the suffrage of 
the several States in the Senate shall be equal, and 
that no State shall lose this equality by any 
amendment of the Constitution without its con- 
sent; the other relates to taxation. These are 
the only conditions and limitations. 

In my judgment, Congress may propose, and 
three fourths of the States may adopt, any amend- 
ment, republican in its character and consistent 
with the continued existence of the nation, save 
in the two particulars just named. 

If they cannot, then is the clause of the Consti- 
tution just quoted a dead letter; the States sover- 
eign, the Government a confederation, and the 
United States not a nation. 

‘The extent to which this question of State 
rights and State sovereignty has aided this terri- 
ble rebellion and manacled and weakened the 
arm of the national Government can hardly be 
estimated. Certainly doctrines so at war with 
the fundamental principles of the Constitution 
could not be accepted and acted upon by any con- 
siderable number of our citizens without eventu- 
ally culminating in rebellion and civil war. 

This fatal heresy doubtless carried many men 
of character and culture into the rebellion who 
were sincerely attached to the Union. If we may 
credit the recently published private letters of 
General Lee, written in the spring of 1861, to his 
sister and friends, and never intended for publica- 
tion, he was induced to unite his fortunes with 
the insurgents by the so-called secession of Vir- 
ginia, under the belief that his first and highest al- 
legiance was due to his State. Sir, I know how 
hard it is for loyal men to credit this. To think- 
ing men nothing seems more absurd than the 
political heresy called States rights in the sense 
which makes each State sovereign and the na- 
tional Government the mere agent and creature of 
the States. Why, sir, the unity of the people of 
the United States antedates the Revolution. The 
original thirteen colonies were never in fact disu- 
nited. The man who had the rightof citizenship 
in Virginia had the same right in New York. As 
one people they declared their independence, and 
as one people, after a seven years’ war, conquered 
it. But the unity and citizenship of the people ex- 
isted before the Revolution, and before the national 
Constitution. In fact this unity gave birth to the 
Constitution. Without this unity and preéxist- 
ing nationality—if [ may so express myself—the 
Constitution would never have been formed. The 
men who carried us through the revolutionary 
struggle never intended, when establishing this 
Government, to destroy that unity or lose their 
national citizenship. Least of all did they intend 
that we should become aliens to each other, and 
citizens of petty, independent, sovereign States. 
In order to make fruitful the blessings which they 
had promised themselves from independence, and 
to secure the unity and national citizenship for 
which they periled life, fortune, and honor, they 
made the national Constitution. They had tried 
a confederation. It did not secure them such a 
Union as they had fought for, and they determ- 
ined to **form a more perfect Union.”’ For this 


formed a national Constitution. They then sub- 
mitted it to the electors of the States for their 
adoption or rejection. They did not submit it to 
the States as States, nor to the governments of the 
several States, but to the titizens of the United 
States residing in all the States. This was the 
only way in which they could have submitted it 
and been consistent with the declaration made in 


the preamble, which says that “‘ we, the people of || protection and continuance of slavery they could || 











purpose they met in national convention, and 


| the United States, in order to form a more perfect 
| Union, &c., do ordain and establish this Consti- 


tution.’’ The whole people were represented in 
this convention. Through their representatives 
they pledged each other that whenever the people 
of nine States should ratify and approve the Con- 
stitution submitted to them, it should be fhe Con- 
stitution of the nation. 


In the light of these facts, to claim that our | 


Government is a confederation and the States sov- 
ereign seems an absurdity too transparent for 
serious argument. Not only is the letter Of the 
Constitution against such a doctrine, but history 
also. Since the adoption of the national Con- 
stitution twenty-two States have been admitted into 
the Union and clothed with part of the national 
sovereignty. The territory out of which twenty- 
one of these States were formed was the common 
territory of the nation. It had been acquired by 
cession, conquest,or purchase. The sovereignty 
of the national Government over it was undis- 

uted. The people who settled upon it were cit- 
izens of the United States. These twenty-one 
States were organized by the concurrent action 
of the citizens of the United States and the na- 
tional Government. Withoutthe consent of Con- 
gressthey would have remained Territories. What 
an absurdity, to claim that thecitizens of the New 
England States, or of all the States, er of any sec- 
tion of the Union may settle upon the territory 
of the United States, form State governments, 
with barely inhabitants enough to secure one Rep- 
resentative in this House under the apportionment, 


be sovereign and master of the national Gov- 


mies who do not think it their duty to unite with 
them. This isthe doctrine which deluded many 
; men into this rebellion, and which seems to de- 
lude some men here with the idea that the national 
Constitution cannot be amended so as to abolish 
slavery, even if all the States in the Union de- 
manded it save Delaware. 


as they secure admission into the Union, secede 
and embezzle all the property of the nation, in- 
cluding the public lands and forts and arsenals, 
declare all citizens of the United States who do 


their property, rob them of their liberty, by im- 
pressing them into their army to fightagainst their 
| own country and Government, and, if they refuse, 
| to punish them by imprisonmentand death, Af- 
ter doing this, if the authority to commit such 
wholesale robbery, impressments, and murders is 
denied them by the national Government they 
| set up the claim that they are sovereign and in- 
dependent, and are only defending their homes, 
their firesides and household gods, and we have 
men all over the North who to-day defend this 
monstrous assumption and villainy. 

Mr. Speaker, | presume no man, not even my 
colleague, will deny that when the thirteen col- 
onies or States assembled by their representa- 
tives in convention to make the present national 
Constitution they might have abolished slavery 
| at once. Or, if the theory of the old parties is true, 
that a republican Government may authorize or 


all slaves in twenty or fifty years, if they had 
seen fit; and if the people of nine States had voted 
to ratify such a constitution slavery could not, 
| after the period named, have existed by State law 
| and in defiance of the national Constitution, either 
in one of the old thirteen States or in any one of 
the States admitted into the Union since its adop- 
| tion. If it was competent for the men who made 
the national Constitution to prohibit slavery at 
| that time, or to provide for its future prohibition, 
| why is itnot justas competentforusnow? The 
framers of the Constitution provided for its amend- 
| ment in the section which i 

This was a wise provision. They provided that 
| when an amendment was proposed and adopted 
_in the manner and form prescribed it should be- 
come a part of the national Constitution, and be 
| as valid and binding as though originally a part 
| of that instrument. 

Had the framers of the Constitution desired the 





secure admission as a State, and then assume to | 


ernment, with power to secede and unite with | 
another and hostileGovernmentatpleasure, and to | 
treat all citizens of the United States as alien ene- 


| 


Under this theory of || 
State sovereignty, States like Florida and Arkan- | 
sas, erected on the national domain, may, as soon | 


not unite with them alien enemies, confiscate || 





permit the enslavement of men, which I deny, | 
they could have provided for the emancipation of || 
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easily have provided against an amendment of 
the character of the one now before us by guard- 
ing this interest as they did the right of the States 
to an equal representation in the Senate. They 
did not do it, Sonebins as the history of the con- 








| vention abundantly proves, the great majority of 


the framers of the Constitution desired the speedy 
abolition of slavery, and | contend that, so far 
from the Constitution prohibiting such an amend- 
ment, it has expressly provided for it, 

Mr. Speaker, there is not a single section or 
clause in the national Constitution which clothes 
the political organizations which we call States 
with any of the attributes of a sovereign Power 
but, on the other hand, prohibits in positive an 
unmistakable language any State from doing any 
act which a sovereigu might do without the con- 
sent of Congress. 

The supreme power of the national Government 
is rigorously maintained throughout the Consti- 


| tution, and it is most emphatically ordained in 


article six, clause two, of the Constitution, as fol- 
lows: 


* This Constitution, and the laws of the United States 
which shall be made in pursuance thereof; and all treaties 
made, or which shall be made, under the authority of the 
United States, shall be the supreme law of the land; and 
the judges in every State shall be bound thereby, anything 
in the constitution or laws of any State to the contrary 


| notwithstanding.” 


Section eight, article one, enumerates seventeen 
distinct sovereign powers of a national character 
conferred on Congress by the Constitution, and, 
as if to leave no doubt on the minds of any, this 
extraordinary enumeration of powers is followed 
by this sweeping and significant provision: 

To make all laws which shall be necessary and proper 
for carrying into execution the foregoing powers, and all 
oiler powers vested by this Constitution in the Govern- 
ment of the United States, or in any department or officer 
thereof.’ 

If l understand this provision correctly, it means 
that the framers of the Constitution intended that 
the national Government should We intrusted with 


| the interpretation of the Constitution, not only 


as to the construction of the powers delegated by 
it to Congress, but to all departments of the na- 
tional Government. They never intended that 
any State, or any number of States, nor the offi- 
cials of State governments, should be competent 
in any capacity to judge of the infractions of the 
national Constitution by any department of the 
national Government, nor of the propriety ofany 
law passed by Congress. Any citizen has the 
undoubted right to express his opinions, and criti- 
cise the action of the General Government or of 
any department thereof; but neither is a State 
nor are the officials of a State clothed with any 
authority to decide as to the constitutionality of 
any law passed by Congress, nor as to the pro- 
priety of any act done by any department of the 
national Government. 

It is past comprehension how any man with the 
Constitution before him, and the history of the 
convention which formed that Constitution within 
his reach, together with the repeated decisions of 


| the Supreme Court against the assumption of the 


have already quoted. || 
| eral States. 


State rights pretensions, can be found at this late 
day defending the State sovereignty dogmas, and 
claiming that the national constitution cannot be 
so amended as to prohibit slavery, even though 
all the States of the Union save one give it their 
approval. 

That provision of -the national Constitution 
which imposes upon Congress the duty of guar- 
antying to the several States of the aien a re- 
publican form of government is one which im- 
presses me as forcibly as any other with the idea 
of the utter indefensibilty of the State sovercignty 
dogmas, and of the supreme power intended by 
the framers of the Constitution to be lodged in the 
national Government. 

In this connection we ought not to overlook 
that provision of the Constitution which secures 
nationality ofcitizenship. The Constitution guar- 
antics thatthe citizens of each State shall enjoy 
all the rights and privileges of citizens of the sev- 
It is a universal franchise which 


| cannot be confined to States, but belongs to the 


citizens of the Republic. Weare fighting to main- 


| tain this natiowal franchise and prevent its passing 


| 


under the contro! of a foreign Power, where this 
great privilege would be denied us or so changed 
as to destroy its value. ‘The nationality of out 
citizenship makes our Army aunit, although from 
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distant States, and makes them also invincible. 
{t is objeqged that if we pass this proposition the 
requisite numb: rof States cannot now be secured 


forits adoption. In answer to this objection I have | 


to say that Congress has not, in submitting the 
proposed amendment, limited the time in which 
the States shall adopt it; nor has Congress at- 
tempted authoritatively to declare that it will re- 
quire the ratification of twenty-seven States to 
adopt this amendment. 

I hold that whenever three fourths of the States 
now represented in Congress give their consent to 
this proposition it will legally become a part of 
the national Constitution, unless other States, now 
without civil governments known to the Consti- 
tution, establish governments such as Congress 
shall recognize, and such States, together with 
any new States which may be admitted, shall be 


represented yn Congress before three fourths of | 
the States now represented adopt the proposed 


amendment; in which event the States thus rec- 
ognized oradmitted must be added tothe number 
of States now represented in Congress, and the 
ratification of three fourths of the States thus rec- 


ognized, and none others, is all that will be re- | 


quired to adopt this amendment. 

I lay itdownas a proposition which I do not ve- 
lieve can be reneenelal controverted, that neither 
the Constitution of the United States nor the con- 





stituted authorities under it can know of the ex- | 


istence of a State in this Union unless it has a 
civil government organized in subordination to 
and working in harmony with the national Con- 
stitution. This principle has been fully recog- 
nized by all the coérdinate branches of the Gov- 
ernment since the outbreak of the rebellion. In 
this House we have authoritatively declared that 
a majority of the members sloued ond qualified 
are A quorum competent to transact business. The 
Senate at this session have adopted this rule also. 
Two thirds of this quorum, then, if this decision 
be correct, as I believe it is, may constitutionally 
pass the proposition before us. If we may con- 
stitutionally pass this amendment by a vote of 
two thirds ofa quorum of this House and Sen- 
ate as now constituted, three fourths of the States 
now represented in Congress may constitutionally 
adopt it, provided they do so before any new States 
are admitted, or before a rebel State government 
is organized and recognized by the joint action of 
Congress and the Executive. I believe this is the 
true theory of the Constitution. Certainly it is 
the only theory consistent with national exist- 
ence. Ir we adopt the theory that a State once 
a State is always a State we have no safety from 
factions “and revolutions. Suppose that within 
the territorial jurisdiction known on the map of 
the United States as South Carolina there should 
be no civil government organized in the next fifty 
years such as Congress will recognize, do gentle- 
men claim that at the expiration of that time the 
old State organization would still be in existence, 
and that in order to secure the adoption of acon- 
stitutional amendment such a State ought to be 
included in the number from which the constitu- 
tional three fourths of the States must be secured 
for the ratification ofanamendment? Ifnot, then 
with what propriety can it be claimed as neces- 
sary to-day? The constitutional State govern- 
ment of South Carolina is as completely destroyed 
at this moment as though their Representatives 
had not been in these Halls, or their local gov- 
ernment recognized by Congress for the past fifty 
years. Certainly no thoughtful man who has 
carefully examined this subject will defend the 
absurdity of the constitutional existence of polit- 
ical communities which we call States after their 
constitutional State governments have been de- 
stroyed by the action of their own citizens. 
Speeches were made at the last session, and in- 
deed at every session of Congress since the rebel- 
lion, to prove that the several acts of secession of 
the rebel 
and that the State constitutions in those States not 
only remained, but that the government of such 
States could at any time be putin motion without 
the consent of Congress, whenever ten or more 
loyal men could be found to assume the Govern- 
a a few of the subordinate offices there- 
in. 


being cured of this fallacy. They have learned 


States being illegal, were therefore void, | 





by experience that the Government of the United | 


States is supreme, and that local governments in 
re bx ! St u 
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consent of Congress. The mass of men did not 
at first seem to recognize the fact that while acts 





| of secession were illegal and void as affecting the 


rights of the national Government, its jurisdiction 
and sovereignty, nevertheless it was such a crime 


| that thosescommitting it forfeited all rights guar- 


| constitutional government? 


antied them by the national Constitution under 
their State organization. ; 

Mr. Speaker, can there be such a thing known 
to our national Constitution as a State without a 
In my opinion, sir, 
a State government, to be constitutional, must be 
organized and act in subordination to the na- 
tional Constitution and in obedience to the laws 
of Congress. The national Constitution requires 
the officers in each State to swear to support it 


|| while discharging the duties of any State office 


to which they may have been elected or appointed. 
If a State does not act in subordination to the 
national Constitution, and its officers do not take 
an oath to support it,and they send no Senators 
or Representatives to Congress, there can be no 
constitutional State government in such State. 
Add to this the crime of secession, rebellion, and 
levying war, and the taking of an oath by the 


| officers of such State to support another and a hos- 
| tile government, and I claim it terminates of ne- 


cessity, and of right ought to terminate, the exist- 
ence of a constitutional government in every such 
State. In a constitutional point of view, if there 
is no loyal State government, such as I have de- 


| scribed, but in its stead a government unknown 


to the Constitution established by the action of its 
citizens, then, in fact, there is no constitutional 
State government, and, ofcourse, no State known 
to the Constitution. The States then in rebellion 
have no constitutional governments. They have 
civil organizations, however, hostile to the Uni- 


| ted States; organizations which are recognized as 


de facto rebel governments. When the rebellion 
is suppressed there will be no constitutional State 
governments, in fact, in one of the rebel States, 
and certainly the rebel de facto government cannot 
remain or be recognized by us after the rebellion 
is put down. The people residing within the 


| limits of these so-called States will be under the 





fe || Ject only to the laws of Congress. 
oyal citizens of the rebel States are fast | 


| exclusive jurisdiction of Congress, because in 


point of fact 4! cannot be subject to the laws 
of a State which has no State government known 
to the national Constitution. 

I may be answered that it is the ae of Con- 
gress to guaranty toeach State a republican form 
of government, and that this provision of the Con- 
stitution implies the continued existence of the 
State, although its government may have been 


| overthrown by violence or by the deliberate acts 


of a majority of its citizens. Grant it, for the 
sake of the argument, but what will be the legal 
condition of such State if the minority do not call 
upon Congress to secure them a republican gov- 
ernment? What will be its condition if Congress, 
in the exercise of its constitutional power, at- 
tempts to secure such State a republican govern- 
ment and loyal citizens cannot be found in suffi- 
cient numbers to maintain a State government? 
Is not the condition of such State for the time 
being that of a quasi Territory? Certainly, dur- 
ing the time it remains in rebellion and is unable 
to maintain a State government it is not a State. 
If so, then, for practical purposes, whether of na- 


tional administration or for the adoption of this 


amendment, States in rebellion and without civil 
governments which Congress can recognize, are 
not States within the meaning of the Constitu- 
tion, and cannot act upon this amendment to the 
Qonstitution, or do any other act which a loyal 
State of the Union may lawfully do. 

In pursuing this argument we must keep 
steadily in view the fact that the United States 
are not a confederation, buta nation; thatthe na- 
tional Constitution is the supreme law of the land, 
and that the Government, organized under it is 
clothed with the sovereignty of the whole people. 


|| The first and highest allegiance is due from the 


citizen to the national Government; he is also sub- 
ject to the laws constitutionally enacted by his own 
local Stategovernment. If there be no local State 
government in existerice the citizen is legally sub- 
In the absence 
of a constitutional State government in any por- 


tion of the territory of the United States, where 


a State government formerly existed, Congress 
has all the authority of a State government with- 


es cannot be put in motion without the || in such territory. If, then, in the rebellious States 
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there is no constitutional civil governments, are 
they States within the contemplation of the Con- 
stitution? I again ask the question, can there be 
such a thing known to our national Constitution 
as a State without a constitutional government? 
If not, then the rebel States, having no constitu- 
tionally organized civil governments, are not 
States within the meaning of the Constitution, and 
the territory and the citizens residing therein are 
subject to the jurisdiction of Congress the same 


| as citizens in any Territory of the United States, 
| a State is always a State, nothing can be clearer 


If the contrary theory is true, that a State once 


to my mind than that the Constitution ought to be 


so amended at once as to make it impossible fora 
| minority of the States to destroy the Government, 


as they might do every four years, if the Electoral 
College failed to elect a Fyesident and Vice Presi- 
dent of the United States. 

In the event of the Electoral College failing to 
elect, the duty devolves on the House of Repre- 
sentatives; each State having one vote. Two 
thirds of all the States must be present, and a 
majority of all the States is required to elect a 
President. The same rule applies when a Vice 
President is to be elected by the Senate. These 
are the words of the Constitution: 

« But in choosing the President, the votes shall be taken 
by States, the representation from each State having one 


vote ; a quorum for this purpose shall consist of a member 
or members from two thirds of the States.”? 


Now, suppose that from any cause two of the 
States represented here were not represented, and 
there were but twenty-three States represented in 
this House, and there had been no election in 
1864 of a President by the Electoral College. 
The election for President in that event would 
have devolved on this House. 

Would you, Mr. Speaker, have decided when 
the question was raised, as it would have been, 
‘« Is there aconstitutional quorum present,”’ that 
itrequired the presence of members in this House 
from two thirds of the States, including the eleven 
rebel States; or in other words, that twenty-four 
States must be represented here, and that it would 
require a majority of thirty-six States, or nineteen 
votes, to elect the President? If you would have 
so decided, and this House should have sustained 
that decision, and if but twenty-three States were 
present, there would have been an end of the Gov- 
ernment. If wecould not proceed to elect a Pres- 
ident with the Representatives of twenty-three out 
of the twenty-five loyal States the Government 
would have fallen to pieces for the want of an Ex- 
ecutive. Ifthe duty of electing a President had 
devolved on this House at this session, and but 
twenty-three States were present, the question 
would not only have been raised as to what con- 
stituted a quorum, but the question also as to 
whether we should receive and count the electoral 
votes which, in the event of no election of Pres- 
ident by the Electoral College, would probably 
have been sent here from several of the rebel States 
to embarrass, distract, and divide us. Sir, no loyal 
man can contemplate a contingency such as I have 
suggested without a shudder. If the theory that 
a State once a State is always a State is to obtain 
in the national administration, there is no safety 
or security for the Government. I do not know, 
sir, how you would havedecided such a question 
if it had been raised under circumstances such as 
I have suggested; but I have faith to believe that 
you would have decided as I would have decided, 
that this House cannot know of the existence of a 
State in this Union which has not a civil government 
organized in subordination to and working in har- 
mony with the national Constitution. Any other 
decision would have been fatal to our natioual 
existence. Let us not set a bad precedent now 
by declaring that it will require the ratification of 
twenty-seven States to secure the adoption of this 
constitutional amendment. — 

Mr. Speaker, | find ample authority in the Con- 
stitution for the national Government to protect 
itself against any action which a minority of the 
States might attempt by confederating against it. 
The Constitution clothes Congress with the power 
‘* to declare the punishment of treasen.”’ It clothes 
Congress with all power necessary to defend and 
preserve the Governmentwhich itcreated. **Levy- 
ing war against the United States’’ is declared 
by the Constitution to be treason. A State which, 
by its constituted authorities, supported by a ma- 
jority of its citizens, enters into any “ treaty, alli- 
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ance, or confederation, 











and makes war upon | as you may, that in thirty or forty years we will 


the national Government, commits the crime of || show the world a Government whose sovereignty | 


treason, and itis competent for Congress to inflict | 
any penalty it may deem expedient. I want the 
national Government to inflict punishment so | 
terrible upon the authors of this rebellion that in 
all coming time there shall be no such rebellion 
again. I want no precedent established which 
shall pave the way for a minority of the States | 
and a minority of the people to destroy this Gov- 
ernment. I want the precedent established that 
the States and people remaining loyal to the Gov- 
ernment, as distinguished from those who rebel 
against it, shall be clothed with the sovereignty 
of the Government. In this way only can we | 
come out of this contest safely and * obtain 
indemnity for the past and security for the fu- 
ture. 

3ut I have already detained the House much 
longer and said more on this point than I intended. 
I discussed this question at greater length at the 
last session, and experience has only confirmed 
me in the views then expressed. Gentlemen who 
have made speeches in this House, and editors 
who have charged me, and those agreeing with me 
on this question, with being practical disunion- 
ists and with recognizing the doctrines of seces- | 
sion, because holding that the lawful governments 
in the rebel States were destroyed by their acts of 
treason and rebellion, will notcare probably after 
our experience to repeat such speeches ail onle- 
ions, nor to have them republished to enlighten 
their readers or their constituents. 

There is another consideration which ought not 
to be overlooked when weighing the practicability 
and expediency of this measure, and that is its 
financial aspect. Doubtless many gentlemen think 
this question has less connection with our finances 
and the credit of the country than any other be- 
fore us. Notso. In my opinion, and I know I 
but utter the opinion of many practical business | 
men, the passage of this amendment will give the 
Government a credit, both at home and abroad, 
which no vicfory of our arms, important and in- 
valuable as many of them have been, has yet 
given us. Its passage will be a guarantee for 
pane unity, stability, prosperity, power. It will 

e a pledge that the labor of the country shall 
hereafter be unfettered and free, and | need not say 
that under the inspiration of free labor the produc- 
tions of the country will be tripled and quadrupled. | 
It will be a pledge to the industrious German, and 
to all the free laboring men of Europe who are 
seeking homes among us, that they shall no longer | 
be excluded, as they have been practically, from 
a country whose climate is softer and fertility 
greater than any on the continent. 

I need not detain the House with an array of 
facts and figures to demonstrate the great advan- 
tage of free over slave labor. All thinking men 
have examined and comprehend the priceless 
value of free labor. Pass this amendment, and 
the free-laboring men of the North and of Europe 
will flock to the South, so that, in from three to 
five years, there will be four or five producing 
men in the rebel States where there was one be- 
fore the rebellion; add to this vast number the | 
four million emancipated slaves, and you have a | 
free-labor force which, under the security thus 
given to capital and the inspiration thus given to 
labor, will make the land to blossom like the rose, | 
and by their energy, enterprise, and power the | 
free laboring men of the South will obliterate in 
a few years all trace of this terrible and desolating 
war, and make it a country which for prosperity 
and wealth shall acknowledge no superivi, anda 
Government which for stability shall have no 
equal. 

_ Suppose pout Secretary of the Treasury goes 
into the market to-morrow to borrow $500,000,000, 
payable in thirty or forty years, what will be the 
first question asked by the capitalist? Will it be 
as to the rate of interest you are willing to give, 
or will it be rather as to your ability to pay the 
principal? I take it that that would be his first | 
inquiry. He wouldask you, * What will be the 
condition of your country and Government thirty 
or forty years hence?” If you could answer him, 
as you might truthfully answer him, were this 
amendmentadopted, * Sir, in thirty or forty years 
we shall not be indebted at home or abroad a single 
dollar, and will be the most powerful and popu- 
lous, the most enterprising and wealihy nation in | 
the world;”’ if you could tell him this, and add, 




















on the North American continent will not be 


questioned from ocean to ocean, and from the | 


Isthmus of Panama to the ice-bound regions of 


| the North; and tell him, also, that our system of 
|| free labor, guarantied by the national 


onstitu- 
tion to all generations of men, with free schools 
and colleges and a free press, with churches no 
longer fettered with the manacles of the slave- 
master, with manufactures and commerce ex- 


| ceeding in vastness anything which had ever been 


known, and a nation of men unrivaled inculture, 
enterprise, and wealth, and more devotedly at- 
tached to their country than the people of any 
other nation, because of the constitutional guaran- 
tee of the Government to protect the rights of all, 
and secure the liberty and equality of its people; 
if you could tell him this, and that such a race of 
free men would make the South and the entire 


nation what New England is to-day, your Secre- | 


tary could have all the money he wanted, and on 
his own terms. 

Mr. Speaker, what say the soldiers of the 
Union Army to the proposition before us? Shall 
not their voices be heard and their wishes be re- 
em by their Representatives in the American 

ongress? Sir, there are no men in the Repub- 
lic to whose wishes and judgment | would more 
willingly defer on this question than to the brave 
men who are periling lite and all for country; to 
the men who lw vanquished the enemy where 
ever they have met him, saved the nation, and 
by their heroism on the battle-field and their 
fidelity to principle at the ballot-box, made the 
passage of this amendment possible. 
every letter I receive from the brave men who 
are in the Army from my district contains the 
anxious inquiry, ** What of the constitutional 
amendment; will it pass???’ And I doubt notthat 
the same question has been asked by constituents 
at home and soldiers in the field of four fifths of 
the Representatives upon this floor. What shall 
be our official answer? Shall the glad news go 
forth to cheer alike the soldier and the citizen and 
the friends of this Government everywhere, that 


the expressly declared will of the people is to be | 


respected and enacted into law; that on this great 

uestion there are no longer party divisions, but 
that practically the Representatives of the people 
are as united as they in demanding the passage 
of this constitutional amendment? If this shall 
be our answer, a shout will go up from our brave 
men in front of Richmond, at Savannah, and all 
along the Union lines and throughout the entire 
country, such as never before arose from the 
hearts and lips of men on the passage of any act 
by the American Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, the year which has just closed 
has been a year of anxiety and also a year of joy. 
The ordeal through which as a nation we have 
passed has been a terrible one. I speak of the 
ordeal on the battle-field and at the ballot-box. 
We have presented to the world a sublime spec- 
tacle. We have tested our strength and know 
the constancy and courage of our men. Such 


disinterestedness, such heroism, and devotion to | 


country, the world has never witnessed. Conse- 
crated by a dispensation of fire and blood, the 
children of the Republic have grown to the full 
stature of manhood. Standing here in the na- 
tion’s Council Halls, in the beginning of a new 
year, on the threshold of a new era, and in the 


presence of such events, let us comprehend the | 


duty of true statesmen, and while legislating for 
the present, legislate also for the generations of 
men which are to succeed us. 


Almost | 


‘ry. 
The eyes of the | 
wise and good in all civilized nations are upon us. | 


OO 





The men who embrace and defend the democratic | 


idea in Europe are patiently and anxiously wait- 


ing to have us authoritatively proclaim to the | 


world that liberty is the sign in which we con- 
quer; that henceforth freedom is to be the ani- 
mating principle of our Government and the life 
of our Constitution. 

Mr. Speaker, while the Union soldier fights to 
vanquish the enemies of the Government, the duty 


of the true statesman is to provide that the enemy | 
| once vanquished shall never again be permitted for 
the same cause to reorganize and make war upon 


the nation. Pass this joint resolution submitting 


| to the people for their ratification or rejection this 


preposed amendment to the national Constitution, 
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ofacclamation, and when once adopted, you know, 
sir, and | know, and the enemies of this Govern- 
ment know, that we shall have peace, and that no 
such rebellion will ever be possible again. Pass 
thisamendmentand the gloomy shadow of slavery 
will never again darken the fair fame of our coun- 
try or tarnish the glory of democratic institutions 
in the land of Washington. Pass thisamendment 
and the brightest page in the history of the Thirty- 
Eighth Congress, now so soon to close, will be the 
one on which is recorded the names of the requisite 
number of members voting in its favor. efuse 
to pass it, and the saddest page in the history of 
the Thirty-Eighth Congress will be the one on 
which is recorded its defeat. Sir, I feel as if no 
member of this House will ever live to witness an 
hour more memorable in our history than the one 
in which each for himself shall make a record on 
the question now before us. Limplore gentlemen 
to forget party and remember that we are making 
a record, not only for ourselves individually, 
but for the nation and the cause of free govern- 
ment throughout the world. While members of 
the Thirty-Eighth Congress we cannotchange the 
record which each must now make, and those who 
do not return to the next Congress can never re- 
verse their votes of to-day, but must forever stand 
recorded, if votingagainst thisamendment, among 
those voting to justify the rebellion and perpetu- 
ate its cause. 

The genius of history with iron pen is waiting 
to record our verdict where it will remain forever 
for all the coming generations of men to approve 
or condemn. God grant that the verdict may be 
one over which the friends of liberty, impartial 
and universal in this country and Europe and in 
every land beneath the sun, may rejoice; a ver- 
dict which shall declare that America is free; a 
verdict which shall add another day of jubilee, 
and the brightest of all, to our national calendgr. 
If this verdict is not given by the present Con- 
gress; | know, and you all know, it will be given 
by the next Congress; and that, too, with alac- 
rity. ‘The decree has gone forth; the people have 
pronounced it; and now is the golden hour in 
which we may all unite, if we will, and inaugu- 
rate a new era in our history. Let no man put 
forth his puny hand to stay the certain approach 
of the hour in which this act shall pass, or of the 
grand jubilee which shall follow its enactment 
into law. Let no member of this House attempt 
to postpone this great measure with the hope of 
being able to circumvent, by ere ott scheme 
of compromise, the plainly written decree of Om- 
nipotence. Let no loyal man, in such an houras 
this, record his vote against this just proposition, 
and thus vote to prolong the rebellion and perpet- 
uate the despotism of American slavery in this 
Republic. 

Mr.ORTH. Mr.Speaker, weare still grappling 
with treason and rebellion. 
desolating, destructive war,-with all its attendant 
sacrifice of life, health, and treasure, have not yet 
sufficed to assure to us a permanent peace and an 
undivided nationality. ‘That sublime spectacle, 
the simultaneous uprising of twenty millions of 
our people in behalf of duly constituted order and 
government, which was witnessed by the world 
after the affair at Fort Sumter, was an evidence 
of our love of civil liberty, of our veneration for 
the labors and services of the fathers of the Re- 
public, and of our determination to protect and 
preserve republican institutions. How few, alas! 
if any, among us, could then penetrate the future 
and see the magnitude of the struggle in which 
we were about being involved; how few, indeed, 
before that time really comprehended or appreci- 
ated the blessings of free government, and the 
sacrifices we would, if necessary, make for its 
preservation. 

This protracted struggle has brought us its les- 
sons of experience, and if we are wise we will 
accept them, and profit by them, dearly bought 
as we know them to be. Butif we emerge from 
this terrible conflict, as I firmly believe we shall, 
a better people, with our Government thoroughly 
tested and purified, with our resources only more 
fully developed instead of exhausted, with a 
purer and better republicanism, and with the true 
spirit of liberty pervading our people and our in- 
stitutions, these glorious results will be worth all 
and more than their cost. 

With a population devoted to the arts of peace, 


and [am sure the nation will adopt it with shduts || with an empty ‘Treasury, without an Army or a 


Four yeers of war,. 
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Navy worthy the name, we accepted the dread al- 
ternative of war, and for four years, with sublime, 
heroic devotion, our young men have marched to 
battle and to death, sustained by the loyal men 
and women at home, with an energy that never 
flagged, and a firm resolve that never hesitated. 
Defeat and disaster from time to time seemed but 
to swell the nation’s heart, and nerve the nation’s 
arm to deeds of nobler daring. Great losses called 
for greater sacrifices, and the call was met witha 
cheerful response, until defeat and disaster are 
now beginning to turn to decisive victory. 

In the midst of this struggle, when all our 
thoughts were turned upon the conflict, and every 
energy taxed to support the Government in its 
vast endeaver to save the nation’s life, the time 
fixed by law for the selection of a President and 
other officers of the Government, State and na- 
tional, arrived and demanded the people’s atten- 
tion. 

This was regarded by the wisest among us as 


question was frequently asked and freely can- 
vassed, canour Government, which had demon- 
strated its power in times of peace and of foreign 


war, withstand the shock of an exciting popular | 


election in the midst of civil war and rebellion? 
The duty could not be evaded. The contest 
came, and the friends of the Government had to 


meet atthe bar of public opinion their political || 


opponents, many of whom sympathized openly 


with the enemy, while others criticised and con- | 


demned almost every act of the Administration. 
Calmly, quietly, deliberately, as became a great 
people engaged in the solution of momentous 
problems, the American voters exercised their 
right of suffrage, and thus exhibited to the world 
a spectacie of unsurpassed grandeur, without a 


yarallel in history, and beyond the power of | 


achievement by any nation on the face of the 
globe. With majoritics unprecedented, they de- 
clared to the world, on the 8th day of November, 


1864, that we are a nation, and are willing and | 
able to defend our nationality. Here is a record | 


by which the traitor may learn his doom; arecord 
from which thesympathizercan derive no comfort; 
a record to confirm the doubiful, to fix the waver- 
ing, and cheer the patriot; and a record which will 
afford profitable reading to the intermeddling na- 
tions of Europe. In the broad sunlight of that 
glorious recorg let us read our duty and our des- 
tiny. At whatever cost, at whatever sacrifice, 
under every imaginable state of circumstances, 
whether its consummation be near at hand or afar 
off, we must subdue the rebellion. We owe this 


to ourselves, to the institutions committed to our | 


care, to those who shall hereafter occupy the land 
we now occupy, to the memory of our revolu- 
tionary ancestors, to the sacred cause of religion 


and religious liberty, to the civilized world, and | 


to the devotee of freedom in whatever clime or 
country he may be found. 

This war is not of our seeking; its cause, if it 
be not utterly causeless, is not chargeable to us. 
We have at all times exhibited a ready acquies- 
cence in the requirements of our national bond. 
We invaded no rights, we withheld no remedy; 
but time and again, and again, at the sacrifice of 
self-respect and of manhood, we have yielded to 
the behests of the slave power. - It was not until 
treason had reared its armed crest; not until trea- 
son had insulted our emblem of nationality; not 
until treason boldly attacked our national exist- 
ence, that we took up arms in self-defense; and, 
having taken up those arms, let them not be 
grounded until traitors shall submit to constituted 
authority, and be thoroughly subjugated and 
property pameed, We entered upon this na- 
tional defense totally unprepared in every de- 
partment of the Government, so thoroughly had 
treason diffused itself and almost completed our 
destruction before the administration of public 
affairs passed from traitors and imbeciles into the 
hands of honestand loyal men. But among the 

ople there was that patriotism, that devotion to 
iberty, which supplied every deficiency, which 
freely poured its wealth into the national coffers, 
built a navy that commands the respect of the 
world, and organized an army whose prowess 
will subdue the rebellion, and whose heavy tramp 
shall yet shake the civilized earth. Four years 
of exhaustive war upon a scale of grandeur un- 
known in modern or ancient times, with all its 
burdens, instead of enervating or unnerving our 
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the most critical period in our history, The | 








people, has but served to demonstrate our strength, 
our resources in men and money, and ( what is 


. . } 
far better) our exhaustless patriotism, and proved | 


to the world our complete ability to sustain the 


| Government, to suppress the rebellion, to gather 


| up and reconstruct its shattered portions, to re- 
_ move the cause of all these troubles, and to settle 
| with other nations whatever accounts may re- 
| quire adjustment. : 

The people fully understand and appreciate the 


| position of public affairs; they are not silent or 


disinterested spectators of the hurried scenes that 

crowd the hour, and are fully equal to every 

emergency as itarises. Let no man distrust their 
honesty, their intelligence, or their patriotism. 
They are daily and hourly, and with alacrity, per- 
forming every duty which the national peril im- 
poses, and they are expecting of us, as their Rep- 
resentatives, a like performance of our duty. 

Liberated as the public legislator now is of mere 
party harness and party machinery, let him strip 
off these unworthy garbs, gird on the mantle of 
public duty, and see thatevery manly effort is put 
| forth to carry out the unmistakable voice of our 
| people. ‘To effect the complete restoration of law 
and order, that being the primal object of the war 
on our part, we should not hesitate to strike blows 
wherever they shall be most effectual, and to re- 
move every obstacle which lies in the pathway 
of complete success. The Union of these States 
under the forms of republican government, molded 
in the spirit of liberty, is to our people more 
precious than any other earthly interest, and to 
preserve it all other interests must yield. 

In my humble opinion we cannot hope for 
complete success until slavery, the universally 
acknowledged cause of rebellion, shall be ex- 
| tinguished, and both monsters buried in a com- 
mon grave. 

Slavery is dying; it raised its arm to destroy 
this Government, and the American people have 
decreed that it is unfit to live. The course of 
events for the last four years has shown con- 
clusively that there is no panacea to relieve the 
patient; the skill of its ablest defenders cannot 
long shield it from its inevitable doom. No act 
of ours is necessary to accomplish this result, but 
while we are witnessing its death agony let us 
take care to provide by amendment of the Con- 
stitution that ufder no circumstances hereafter 
shall slavery exist in gny of these States. 

The bill now under consideration proposes to 
submit the following amendment of the Constitu- 
tion to the several States for adoption or rejection, 
according to the terms prescribed by that instru- 
ment, and if ratified by the votes of three fourths 
of the States will then become a part of our funda- 
mental law: 


| 





Articte XIII. 


cept as a punishment for crime whereof the party shall 
have been duly convicted, shall exist within the United 
Stites or any place subject to their jurisdiction. 

Sec. 2. Congress shail have power to enforce this article 
by appropriate legislation. 

The effect ofsuch amendment will be to prohibit 
slavery in these United States, and be a practical 
application of thaf self-evident truth, “ that all men 
are created equal; thatthey are endowed by their 
Creator with certain unalienable rights; that 
among these, are life, liberty, and the pursuit of 
happiness.’’ 

This bill originated in the Senate during the last 
session of Congress, in obedience to what was 
believed to be the general sentiment of the Amer- 
ican people, and passed by the necessary vote of 
two thirds of the members of that body. It was 
then sent to this House for concurrence, and after 
considerable discussion was defeated by a vote of 
95in the affirmativeand 66 in the negative, (twenty- 
one members not voting,) being twelve votes less 
than necessary to make the two-thirds vote re- 
quired by the Constitution. The question now 
before us arises upon a motion to reconsider such 
vote, action upon which was continued from the 
last to the present session of Congress. 

Probably it was right that the question of re- 
consideration should thus have been postponed. 
During the last session of Congress we were just 
entering upon an exciting political canvass; this 
very question of slavery, its further continuance 
or its utter destruction, entered largely into the 
issues and discussions of that canvass; and in a 
Government like ours, resting upon the will of 
the people, and deriving its “just powers from 
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| the consent of the governed,”’ it was well to have 


| another and more definite expression of the pub- 





Sec. 1. Neither slavery nor involuntary servitude, ex- 
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| lic will. We passed through that canvass; near! 


| every one of us on this floor went directly before 


| our own people with our respective records of the 
| last session accompanying us, and the result of 
that canvass is now a part of our nation’s his. 
tory. No man can question or gainsay the pop- 
ular verdict; it has been expressed in unmistak- 
able language, and he who is willing to bow to 
the voice of those whom for the time being he 
represents in this Hall, cannot doubt the action 
ohiek the people now expect at his hands. 

Congress cannot amend the Constitution, and 
hence, if this bill should pass, the question will 
then simply be referred to the people of the sey- 
eral States for their action. In other words, we, 
by our action here, simply authorize the people 
to determinne for themselves whether they will 
ratify or reject the proposed amendment. To 
me it seems that on such a proposition there 
should not be a dissenting voice. Whatever 
questions may otherwise divide us, we all assent 
to the proposition that our people are capable of 
self-government, and have the right to alter their 
laws, fundamental as well as statutory. 

Is slavery, then, too sacred to be submitted to 
the ordeal and judgment of our people? Whatis 
this institution of American slavery? A system 
of fraud, of injustice, of crime, and of tyranny. 
In the comprehensive language of an eminent di- 
vine, itis the ‘* sum of all villainies.”’ It tramples 
upon every moral precept, sets at defiance every 
divine law, and destroys every natural right of 
man. Like the poisonous upas, it diffuses its 
deadly malaria, and slave and master alike become 
its victims. It has debased the social circle, pol- 
luted the sanctuary, defiled the judicial ermine, 
and corrupted every department of the Govern- 
ment. It was the evil genius which troubled the 
fathers in their labors of patriotism, and produced 
dissension where concord alone should have 
reigned. Like the old serpent, itentered our Gar- 
den of Eden and seduced from their loyalty many 
of the sons and daughters of the Republic. Wind- 
ing its deadly folds around the goddess of Lib- 
erty, it claimed and exercised despotic power in 
the very sanclum sanctorum of her temples. It 
laid its hand upon our nervous system and the 
nation became palsied. For eighty years it has 
been the deadly enemy of republican institutions; 
for eighty years it has molded the legislation of 
the country; for eighty years it has controlled the 
foreign policy of the Government; foreighty years 
it has crippled the power and energies of an other- 
wise free people; for eighty years it has ruled 
the executive and influenced the judicial depart- 
ments; for eighty years it has commanded the 
Army and the Navy; foreighty years it has muz- 
zled free speech and free press; for eighty years 
it has poisoned public opinion and repressed every 
aspiration of freedom; for eighty years it has made 
the American name a hissing and a by-word 
among the nations of the earth; for eighty years 
it robbed the American people of their rights un- 
der the Constitution; foreighty years it hasruth- 
lessly trampled upon every principle of the Decla- 
ration of Independence; bor the last four years it 
has waged a fiendish, malignant, remorseless war 
against us, striking with death the first-born in 
almost every loyal household, bringing untold 
misery upon the nation, demanding from our peo- 
ple sacrifices of blood and treasure to an extent 
that might well appall and crush the spirit of any 
other people on earth; and yet with this glaring 
and damnable record against this institution, we 
have gentlemen within this hall of freedom, sitting 
beneath the folds of that thrice glorious flag of 
liberty, Representatives of a free people, who hesi- 
tate to strike this last blow which shall exter- 
minate the monster forever and ever. 

This Congress may not heed the public voice; 
it may refuse to respond to the known sentiment 
of our constituents; but before the close of this 

ear, 80 recently ushered into existence, another 
Soadions. fresh from the people, will obey their 
voice, and secure to themselves, by such act, an 
honorable fame, and be remembered with grati- 
tude by untold millions who are hereafter to en- 
joy its blessings. ; 

Another and also a very important question 13 
rapidly pressing upon us for solution. As our 
conquering armies move from State to State, sub- 
duing the rebellion and preparing the way for the 
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resumption of civil authority, we shall continue 
to have, as we now have, applications from these 
States for recognition, or, if | may use the term, 
for readmission. I do not for a moment believe 
in either of the positions assumed by the respect- 
ive friends of each, that secession can take any 
State out of the Union, or that any State by such 
act has destroyed itself, committed suicide, as it 
is said, or that the rebellious district is to be con- 
sidered and treated as foreign territory. In deal- 
ing with this question of recognition, we must 
exercise that caution and circumspection which 
its magnitude demands. ‘* Each House” of Con- 
gress ** shall be the judge of the elections, returns, 
and qualifications of its own members;”’ and 
hence no man claiming to represent any State can 
have a seat on this floor until these several facts 
shall have been adjudicated by this House, Here 


we obtain a potential voice in the question of || 
reconstruction, and while it is desirable that civil || 


government shall supersede military authority as 
speedily as possible, let us not in our anxiety 
mistake the rising of the sun for its meridian 
splendor. 

Torn, convulsed, and shattered as the social and 
civil systems of the rebellious district must neces- 
sarily be, it is unreasonable to expect that its peo- 
ple will be capable, upon the dispersion of the 
rebel armies in their respective States, of imme- 
diately exercising civil functions and authority. 
Society has almost been resolved into its original 
elements; vestiges of lurking treason will remain, 
and the bad passions engendered by the strife 
must be suffered to subside before reason will be 
fully able to resume its sway. While we remem- 
ber that it is the constitutional duty of the United 
States to “‘ guaranty to every State in this Union 
a republican form of government,”’’ let us not for- 
get that the surest and safest way to discharge 
this duty is to provide proper guards and checks 
for the protection of individual and social rights 
in these communities; to keep over them, so long 
as may be necessary, a guardian watch and care; 
to remove every opposing element; ‘*to bind up 
the broken reeds;”’ to infuse a love of country and 
of devotion to the Constitution and laws of the 
land; and last, but not least, to see that the name 
and spirit of human bondage shall be erased from 
every State constitution, and personal freedom 
without distinction assured to every one of their 
citizens. 

When these things shall have been accom- 
plished, and society reconstructed upon this im- 
proved basis, with every germ of aristocracy up- 
rooted, we shall then be prepared to perform the 
constitutional injuhetion, readmit these “ way- 
ward sisters’’ to the family circle, and establish 
within the borders of each, in truth and in fact, 
a republican form of government, 

Some good people, in connection with this mat- 
ter, are giving themselves, in my opinion, much 
unnecessary uneasiness about the question,‘* What 
shall we do for or with the freedmen?’? May we 
not with equal propriety ask, ‘* What shall we do 
for or with the late owners of these freedmen ?”’ 
The one“is as important as the other, and both 
may well claim the consideration of the statesman 
and the philanthropist. Both classes have been 
and are being liberated from the thralldom of sla- 
very, and their new condition presents many in- 
teresting phases. The war, however, in its vary- 
ing changes, is daily relieving both questions of 
many of their supposed complications, and prob- 
ably the wisest course to pursue is to hasten the 
day when the system which has debased the one 
and enfeebled the other shall cease to exist; to 
leave both classes in the hands of God who cre- 
ated them, and giving to each equal protection 
under the law, bid them go forth with the scrip- 
tural injunction, “In the sweat of thy face shalt 
thou eat bread.”’ 

But, Mr. Speaker, our duty asa people will not 
end with the suppression of the rebellion, the ex- 
tinction of the evil which caused it, and the res- 
toration of the Constitution and laws over the 
entire extent of our national domain. We have 
accounts to settle with other nations who, during 
this long struggle for nationality, have thrown 
many obstacles in our way, and given to our ad- 
versames every moral and material assistance in 
their power without actually, eo nomine, becoming 
their allies. The aristocracies of Europe have long 
viewed with alarm the successful rise and prog- 
ress of democratic ideas of government on this 








| thorough settlement and adjustment, 


| nationality; in their harbors and upon their 


| civilized world has long since held as ** enemies 








| our rights are invaded or seriously menaced that we resent 


| ates have for months past been arming and pre- 





continent, and sought for a favorable opportunity 
to crush them out of existence. The success of 
our system, based upon the doctrine of man’s 
capacity and natural right for self-government, 
they easily foresaw must ultimately and inevi- 
tably lead to a conflict on their own soil; for ideas 
and principles so entirely antagonistic will sooner 
or later produce reflection, discussion, decision, 


| the final result of which probably would be the 


entire change of their governmental systems. 
Hence, upon the breaking forth of armed rebel- 
lion among us, they seized upon the fact with 
avidity as the auspicious momentso long desired, 
and with indecent haste acknowledged our bands 
of traitors to be a * belligerent Power,’’ and enti- 
tled to * belligerent rights.”’ 

In view of my responsibility as a member of 
this House and a member of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, to which are referred the im- 
portant and delicate relations between this and 
other nations, I desire to declare calmly and dis- 
parpepetey that the conduct of France and Eng- 
and throughout our troubles has been, and yet 
is, of such a character as to call, at an early day, 
for full and thorough investigation and full and 
We have 
seen and felt their aid to our adversaries; through 
their connivance the rebel soldier has been armed 
and clothed and fitted for his assaults upon our 


waters, almost unmolested, have rebels fitted out 
their pivatical crafts, sailing under their colors; 
armed with their guns, manned by their subjects, 
but commanded by rebels, have these vessels been 
sent upon the ocean to prey upon our commerce 
and to destroy it. And here they have been but 
too successful. ‘That commerce which, four short 
years ago, whitened every sea and visited every 
harbor, is now utterly destroyed, and scarce an 
American merchantman now unfurls the American 
flag. 

The right of asylum has been freely granted 
to rebel pirates; and these freebooters, whom the 


of mankind,’’ are received with open arms, nur- 
tured, caressed, encouraged, and strengthened for 
their work of destruction. 

British subjects and British vessels, in defiance 
of the queen’s proclamation, but without an at- 
tempt at punishment by British officials, are con- 
stantly engaged in contraband trade with the 
rebels, violating our blockade, which is recognized 
by that Government but suffered to be violated 
with impunity by its subjects. 

Public fairs are held in Great Britain, under 

the leadership of her aristocracy, aided by south- 
ern snobbery, for the avowed purpose nies 
money for the rebel cause, and but a few days 
since, under the thin guise of philanthropy, a 
3ritish lord—Lord Wharneliffe—had the impu- 
dence to ask permission of our Government to 
remit British gold to rebel prisoners in our hands, 
while not a word of sympathy is heard, ora mor- 
sei of comfort offered, in behalf of the thousands 
of our brave soldiers who are languishing in south- 
ern prisons, denied the absolute necessities of life, 
and treated with an inhumanity and barbarity that 
would disgrace the most degraded heathen nation 
ou earth. 


American rebels and their Canadian confeder- 





paring for armed invasion of our northern border, 
have lately crossed that border, seized American 
vessels on the lakes, invaded our soil, and robbed 
and murdered our citizens. 

President Monroe, in his seventh annual mes- 
sage to Congress, in speaking of the Governments 
on this and the European continent, uses this 
emphatic language: 

‘In the wars of the European Powers, in matters re- 


lating to themselves, we have never taken any part, nor 
does it comport with our policy so to do. Itis only when 


injuries or make preparation for our defense. With the 
movements in this hemisphere we are of necessity more 
intimately connected, and by causes which must be obvi- 
ous to all enlightened and impartial observers. The po- 
litical system of the allied Powers is essentially different 
in this respect from that of America. This difference pro- 
ceeds from that which exists in their respective Govern- 
ments. And tothe defense of our own, which has been 
achieved by the Joss of so much blood and tfeasure, and 
matured by the wisdom of their most enlightened citizens, 
and under which we have enjoyed unexampled felicity, 
this whole nation is devoted. We owe it, therefore, to 
candor, and to the amicable relations existing between the 
United States and those Powers, to declare that we should | 








consider any attempt on their part to extend their system 


to any portion of this hemisphere as dangerous to our peace 
and safety.’ 


This enunciation, made more than forty years 
ago, with the general concurrence of our people, 
and acquiesced in by the world for that length of 
time, has become the settled, firm, fixed policy of 
this Government. When made it was regarded 
as eminently wise and proper, and forty years of 
experience has but strengthened and confirmed 
the views thus entertained. While we have dili- 
gently maintained a strict neutrality in all the af- 
fairs of Europe, abstaining from “ entangling al- 
liances,’’ we have ever regarded it our duty to 
vindicate on this continent a similar neutrality on 
the part of the Governments of Europe. So long 
as the United States lived together in peace, de- 
voted to the noble work of building up a great 
Republic, we feared no insidious. foreign inter- 
vention, and dreaded no danger. But on the first 
outbreak of hostilities Europe thought her hour 
had come, when our troubles at home would place 
it out of our power to vindicate our policy and 
our dignity. 

Napoleon III, seized with the Quixotic idea 
that it was his mission on earth to be the chosen 
protector of the Latin races, with all their bigotry 
and superstition, and to extend them wheresoever 
the French eagle would enable him to accomplish 
his desires, introduced French intrigue, French 
diplomacy, French arms into the neighboring 
republic of Mexico for the purpose of subverting 
her Government, destroying the rights of her pee- 
ple, and inaugurating on this continent a political 
system antagonistic to our own, and which should 
sooner or later threaten to destroy our peace or 
endanger our safety. 

He has partially succeeded in his designs, and 
we are now witnessing (with varied success) the 
efforts of a free people engaged in the heroic at- 
tempt of saving themselves and theircountry from 
subjugation by an “imported emperer,’’ sus- 
tained and assisted by the power of the French 
army and navy. 

But for our domestic troubles these audacious 
efforts to crush a sister republic, and to build up 
monarchical institutions upon her ruins, would 
never have been undertaken, and in the first glim- 
mering of saccess to our arms the minds of our 
people are instinctively turned to Mexico, with a 
firm resolve that we cannot now or at any time 
hereafter consent toany “attempton the part”’ of 
Europe ‘ to extend their system to any portion of 
this hemisphere,’’ and among the first of our du- 
ties growing out of this rebellion will be to de- 
clare, and to enforce the declaration, that Max- 
imilian is but a temporary emperor, and that the 
people of Mexico are entitled to and shall have 
republican institutions, and if need be she shall 
have these institutions, with the consent of her 
people, under the folds of our flag and under the 
protection of our Constitution. 

Looking at these multiplied and increasing in- 
stances of foreign intervention in our aflairs, we 
may well ask the question, can indignity and out- 
rage go any further? And shall there not bea 
day of reckoning? Shall we longer submit to 
these humiliations and indignities without a mur- 
mur or word of complaint?) Godforbid! Aman 
who does not vindicate his own self-respect is 
unworthy the respect of his associates; and pre- 
cisely so with a nation. The primal duty of a 
nation is to vindicate its dignity and to suffer no 
wrong at the hands of any of its neighbors; for 
“‘nature has established a perfect equality of 
rights among independent nations, and none can 
naturally lay any claim to superior prerogative.” 

Will it be said that in the midst of our present 
troubles we are too weak to assert our rights, or 
too effeminate to maintain them? Sir, let me say 
to this House that we are not strong enough 
much longer to refuse a vindication of our national 
honor. We cannot afford to exist (if we were 
craven enough to desire it) by the sympathy or 
forbearance of any other Power, and I trust we 
shall never be prepared, whatever fute may have 
in reserve for us, to solicit the protection of any 
other Government. While we exist as a nation 
letus maintain our national rights and defend our 
national dignity, and if in so noble a struggle we 
must fail; if in the exercise of this God-given 
right we must go down, let us at least secure for 
ourselves the memory of an honorable name, and 
leave to history an example worthy of imitation. 
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But, sir, we shall not fail. Let us in all our | 
transactions be just,and fear not. Let us faith- 
fully discharge these and other duties as they 
arise, and it needs not the spiritof prophecy to 


foretell what, under the providence of God, is to || 


be our nation’s destiny. 


* There is light beyond— 
And dove-like peace with gentle wing descends ; 
See, as she comes, the hideous bird of death 
Fiaps his dark plumage, shrieking as he flies 
From fields whereon he looked for future prey. 


* Brethren, united as in former days, 
Consult together for tbe common weal; 
Chastened in spirit, more forbearing they, 
Loving God better for their punishment— 
Columbia’s genius, smiling, looks abroad, 
And cries, exultant, ALL, aT LAST, 18 SAFE.”? 


This war is shaking North and South, East and 
West, to their centers, and the influences that will 
be fully developed in years to come are to us now 
gcarcely perceptible. Antiquated ideas are being 
laid aside, and mental vigor no longer pursues the 
ancientchannels, Theories and principles which 
heretofore received our homage for no better rea- 
son than that they had received the homage of 
our fathers, are wasting away beneath the touch 
of new thought and a new experience. The sor- 
did are becoming liberal, the selfish profuse, the 
brave heroic. Ageisrejuvenated,and youthand 
manhood possess increased vitality and energy, 
while the “old fogy’’ has become an antique 
relic, and lives only in the unforgotten past. The 
immense demands of our struggle are bringing 
our people up to the requisite standard. ‘They | 
are proving themselves equal to the occasion, and 
exemplifying their capacity in every sphere in | 
which they are called to act. The nation is be- 
ing born again, and from the fire and smoke of | 
battle, from its death groans of agony, from the 
patient suffering in the hospital, from the victo- 
rious shout of the conqueror, from every avenue 
of Paes quickened into new life, the Ameri- 
can Republic will emerge wiser, better, purer, 
and more powerful. We are called upon to carry 
up higher and higher the work of the fathers. 
We are to develop, to mature, to protect every 
energy, avery sentiment, every aspiration in 
man's nature, to secure to him every natural right, 
to demonstrate to the world his capacity for civil, | 
social, religious, mental,and physical enjoyment. 
Our Government, based upon these principles, and 
sustained for their preservation, is to be a guide 
for the nations, and to stand in every noble attri- 
bute toward them as the Alps stand toward their 
surrounding hills. With our immense popula- 
tion, its rapid augmentation, its peculiar charac- 
teristics, having in its veins the bk 
nationalities—with our climates, soils, produc- 
tions, mineral wealth, who is there to say to us 
** Thus far shalt thou go, and no farther; and here 
shall thy proud waves be stayed ?’? We are planted 
on the North American continent, and the three 


expansion. The lines which you now see on the 
map of North America as dividing one national 
Pee from another will disappear, they will 

e sponged out by our people, and our children 
will see, if we do not live to see, the American 
flag floating over every foot of this continent, and 
the American Constitution protecting every hu- | 
man being on its soil. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I rise to make 
some observations in reply to the very remarkable 
criticism pronounced by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Brooxs] on the anti-slavery portion | 
of the President’s message. 

If the war should end now without a division 
of the Union, what would be the status of sla- 
very? It has been abolished in Maryland by 
the new constitution; but it is said that the sol- 
diers had no right to vote, and without their votes 
the constitution was not adopted. West Virginia 
has provided for gradual emancipation; but that 
State, it is alleged, has no legal existence, and 
therefore its action is nulland void. In the State 
of Virginia a new constitution prohibiting slavery 
has been adopted by the level peas within the 
Union lines; but the constitutionality of this ac- | 
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| cessities created by the rebellion, but from mere 


| tion of the Democrats in my own district if] say 


ent | as to be jealous of negro competition, and those 
oceans and the Gulf can alone limit our territorial |! 








tion has been mach questioned, even by anti-sla- || 


very men. 
very, and the convention, soon to assemble there, 
it is supposed, will dispose of what is left. In 
Tennessee, Arkansas, and Louisiana, slavery has 
been prohibited by conventions representing the 
Union people of those States; but it issaid that these 


Missouri has partially abolished sla- | 
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conventions were irregularly called, and their ac- | Union before they become part of the funda. 


tion is therefore void. In Kentucky such slaves 
as enter the United States Army are freed by act 


|| of Congress; but it is alleged that the act is un- 


constitutional. Congress has abolished ee 
in the District of Columbia, and prohibited it in all 
the Territories; but it is said the first act is void, 
without the assent of Maryland and Virginia, and 
the latter is in conflict with the dictum of the Su- 
preme Court in the case of Dred Scott. In all 
the remainder of the States the slaves were lib- 
erated by the President’s proclamation; but that 
instrument, itis said, is too justto belegal. Under 
these several enactments, however, the slaves, 
without waiting to test their validity, are leaving 
their old masters, forming new associations, seek- 
ing education, earning new homes, learning self- 
reliance, and thus erecting barriers to the revival 
of slavery stronger than legislation itself. 

It is apparent from this statement that if the 
confederacy should suddenly collapse, liberating 
our Union fellow-citizens that are believed to ex- 
ist in large numbers within its picket lines, we 
would still have the slavery question, out of which 
the whole trouble grew, to be settled and disposed 
of. It ought to be equally apparent to all ob- 
serving persons that there 1s but one way to end 
the strife. Slavery in the end must die. It has 
cost the country too much suffering and toomuch 
patriotic blood, and is in theory an institution too 
monstrous, to be permitted to live. The only 
question is, shall it die now, by a constitutional 
amendment—a single stroke of the ax—or shall 
it linger in party warfare through a quarter or 
half a century of acrimorfious debate, patchwork 
legislation, and conflicting adjudication? The peo- 
ple were consulted upon this question last fall, and 
they have responded in favor of emancipation. I 
respect their opinion, not because I am a politi- 
cian, the motive hinted at in the message, but be- 
cause experience has taught me to rely upon the 
judgment of the unambitious classes. 1 am re- 
minded that there was a large minority. True, 
but the suffering consequent upon this terrible 
war, and not love of slavery, made the minority so 
large. The people suffered from the draft, from 
taxation, and from a depreciated currency, and 
untruthful men told them that their own Govern- 
ment imposed these hardships, not from the ne- 


love of despotic cruelty. Consult your Demo- 
cratic constituency and you will find they are not 
so much infatuated with slavery as many suppose. 
I think I would not misrepresent the largest por- 


that however much they may have condemned 
anti-slavery agitation prior to the rebellion, they 
would now be glad to have the institution buried 
out of their sight forever. ‘TLwo classes alone 
would object: those who are so poorly endowed 


who, being more happily born, apprehend that 
their pride and importance might in some way be 
compromised if the distance between themselves 
and any portion of the laboring classes were less- 
ened. 

The President, in obedience to the advice of 
the people and the dictates of his own kind heart 
and unimpassioned judgment, has recommended 
that we should submit this amendment to the 
action of the States. Why should it not be 
done? 

Because, says the gentleman from New York, 
{[Mr. Brooxs,} we should not amend the Consti- 
tution in the midst of civil war. Why, then, did 
he, in the close of his speech, propose to amend 
it through the medium of a convention, so as to 
give slavery an increased representation in this 
House and a protraction of its mischievous life, 
and, further, to amend, in pursuit of some State 
sovereignty vagary,so as to sink the Government 
of the United States into a mere agency for the 
collection of customs? Do not take the medicine 
now, says the tender nurse to the sick man, wait 
till you are well and able to bear it. If the gentle- 
man will examine his own heart he will probably 
find that it is the character of the amendment that 
is offensive to him, and not its untimely presen- 
tation. 

Again, says the gentleman, some of the States 
are not represented here. He seems to forget that 
Congress does not make amendments to the Con- 
stitution, but only proposes them. They must be 
accepted by three fourths of all the States in the 













mental law. If Congress cannot even propose 
amendments before the seceded States come in, 
how can the gentleman call his convention? for 
that must be done by Congress. If these States 
are not represented here the fault is theirs, not 
ours. Must all legislation be stayed until they 
choose to return? and if not, why this more than 
other important acts? If that rule should be 
adopted we would always be in the power of a 
few members who chose to place themselves be- 
yond the reach of the Sergeant-at-Arms. The 
gentleman trifles with the a of the question 
and the good sense of the House when he raises 


| these objections, but still proposes to waive them 


in favor of a convention to consider his own 


| amendments. 


Why not tolerate slavery, continues the hon- 
orable gentleman, and thus make the slavehold- 
ers contented with the Union? What evidenceis 
there that toleration would content them? They 
separated from the Union, and organized an inde- 
pendent government in February, 1861. When, 
prior to that, had the institution for whose pro- 
longed cruelty the gentleman pleads so earnestly 
lacked toleration? { submit that it had always 
been tolerated; nay, more, it had always had its 
will and its way in this Republic—I trust I will 
not offend any member’s sensibilities if I say its 
oppressive will and itsunchristian way. hat- 
ever was asked was granted. When it asked 
new markets to raise the price of men and women, 
and to create a demand for the surplus children 
of the institution, the request was granted. Lov- 
isiana and Florida Territories were purchased in 
part for werd yet For this purpose Texas 
was smuggled into the Union, and a war uneces- 
sary for any other purpose secured the northern 
provinces of Mexico. When it demanded that 
white laborers should go further north, and sur- 
render mild-climated Missouri to slave labor, the 
surrender was made. When from motives of 
policy it demanded the passage of the Missouri 
compromise, it was passed. hen it demanded 
its repeal it was repealed. It bade us vote down 
the Wilmot proviso, and we obeyed. It demanded 
that escaped bondmen should be caught and re- 
turned, free of cost, and we gave them the des- 
potic law. Again it demanded exemption from 
the criticism to which all things else ina republic 
are exposed, and we granted the immunity. To 
this end we submitted to a censorship of the 
mails, and authorized the burning of all offensive 
papers and letters, in the vain hope to destroy 
eternal ideas. To this end it demanded silence in 
this House and in the Senate, and we adopted the 
“Atherton gag.’? To this end it demanded si- 
lence in the North, and every city raised its pro- 
slavery mob to demolish presses and murder 
editors and lecturers. The hand of slavery has 
ever been against everybody, giving the Repub- 
lic no rest day nor night. All day long these 
Halls and the country resounded with its inso- 
Jent demands. Now the West must be African- 
ized, now the East must be crushed, now Cuba 
must be stolen, and now Africa unbarred to the 
pirates, and it woke us up at night with its fierce 
clamors for escaped negroes. No, sir, slavery 
rebelled not because it was not tolerated, but be- 
cause it would not tolerate anything else; | may 
say because it could not afford to tolerate any- 
thing else. It would not tolerate the Declaration 
of Independence, because that instrument pro- 
claimed the freedom and equality of the human 
race. It would not tolerate the literature of the 
English language, nor the Christianity of the 
American churches, nor the civilization of the nine- 
teenth century, because their spirit was opposed 
to human bondage. It could not tolerate New 
England, because her education, her industry, 
her sobriety, her justice, and her unboasting cour- 
age was an implied censure upon slavery. And 
last of all, slavery refused to tolerate the great 
principle upon which this Republic is fouitied— 
upon which all republics must be founded; the 
will of the rey constitutionally expressed. 
It was not only intolerant, but belligerent. It 
could not be otherwise. It recognized a natural 
though undeclared foe in every good cause, wort, 
and work, and in its efforts to destroy these has 
destroyed itself. Conscious of its own®inheren! 
wrong it began its defense before it was assailed, 
and, like the glass fortress, it has fallen not by the 


assaults of its enemies, but by the concussion o! 





4 
: 
rc! 
. 
¢ 
ad 
bi 
” 
F 
ee 
3 


ee 


Gergely 


| 


gies +e setae mia. mp pn ae Ooo ata oe oh ee 26. team & 26. 2 te 


